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WE REGRET To LEARN that Sir John Karslake has been 
compelled by the state of his health to tender his re- 
signation of the Attorney-Generalship. Sir Richard 

y will become Attorney-General, and Mr. 
Huddleston, Q.C., has been offered the Solicitor- 
Generalship. We believe that it was somewhat doubtful 
yesterday whether the learned gentleman would acce pt 
that office. 





Tue THIRD REPORT of the Judicature Commission, just 
issued, deals with the subject of the proposed Tribunals 
of Commerce. Short as it is, it is very clear and 
satisfactory. Itis a report very distinctly against the 
establishment of any set of tribunals such as those for 
which many people have been clamouring so loudly. 
The reasons given are substantially those which we 
have often urged in these columns. Controversies may 
be decided in either of two ways, according to settled 
rules, or by the light of nature, in the manner which 
may seem fairest under the circumstances of the case 
without reference to any fixed rule. If controversies 
are to be settled on the first principle, they must be 
settled by men who have made it their business 
to learn the settled rules applicable to such cases— 
in other words by lawyers. If they are to be 
decided on the other principle, there can be no room 
for lawyers. In which of these ways ought com- 
mercial disputes to be treated? Surely every reasonable 
man must think, with the Commissioners, that “it is of 
the utmost importance to the commercial community 
that the decisions of the courts of law should on all 
questions of principle be, as far as possible, uniform, 
thus affording precedents for the conduct of those 
engaged in the ordinary transactions of trade ;” that 
“with this view it is essential that the judges by whom 
commercial cases are determined should be guided by 
the recognised rules of law and by the decisions of the 
superior courts in analogous cases, and only judges who 
have been trained in the principles and pnactice of law 
can be expected to be so guided”; that “ commercial 
questions ought not to be determined without law or by 
then without special legal training ;”’ and that “for these 
Teasons it is not expedient to establish in this country 
Tribunals of Commerce in which commercial men are to 
be the judges.” This report will, we presume, set at rest, 
once for all, the question as to the establishment of 
Tribunals of Commerce, that is to say tribunals in which 
justice would be administered by others than lawyers, 


_ &nd therefore, otherwise than according to law. If so 


it will silence an unusually ignorant outery. 

Two questions remain : first, whether the procedure in 
commercial cases in our courts of law might not be sim- 
Plified and cheapened ; and second, whether the judges 
might not with advantago be assisted by mercantile men, 
@dvising them as assessors, but not taking part in the 

The answer to both questions must of course 
be in the affirmative, and, moreover, the supply of both 





these wants was among the most important objects of thé 
Judicature Act passed last session. : 





Iv POLITICAL ECoNOoMIsTs are right in saying that to 
make land, as far as in the nature of things may be 
possible, as easily transferable as stock, is one of the 
greatest economical improvements which can be bestowed 
on a country, this object will well repay some outlay in 
attaining it, and it does not seem wise to imperil the 
success of a scheme for effecting this result by a desire to 
save a few salaries. The authors of both the recent 
Land Transfer Bills admit that district registries are, in 
the abstract, desirable. Lord Selborne thinks that they 
will ultimately be found to be necessary, and Lord Cairns 
allows that there would be hardship in compelling the 
proprietor of a few acres in the country to resort to a 
London office. Yet these learned lords agree that it will 
be well to make the establishment of these institutions 
dependent on whether they will be self-supporting, and 
they propose to have this fact demonstrated beforehand. 
An examination of the provisions relating to district re- 
gistries in the measure recently introduced throws 
considerable light on the reluctance to make provision 
for the establishment of any general scheme of local in- 
stitutions, on which we remarked a fortnight ago. 
While Lord Selborne’s measure was studiously indefinite 
as to the status and duties of the district registrars—ap- 
parently contemplating the appointment in the country 
of assistant registrars only—Lord Cairns’ Bill developes 
with precision the constitution and powers of the local 
offices. Far from adopting the suggestion of the Land 
Transfer Commissioners, who thought that these offices 
might “be set up on a very humble scale at first, per- 
haps at an attorney’s office, or at the county court,” 
the Bill provides that they are to be framed exactly 
on the model of the London Registry, The dis- 
trict registrar and the assistant district registrars, 
like those in the metropolis, are to be barristers of 
not less than ten years’ standing; examiners of 
title may be appointed for any district, and the dis- 
trict registrar and assistant district registrars are, as 
regards the lands within their jurisdiction, to have the 
same powers as the London registrar and assistant re- 
gistrars. There are also to be clerks, messengers, and 
servants attached to the district registry. An office of 
this kind in each county would, doubtless, involve an 
outlay which for some time might be out of proportion 
to the business done. 

But is there no alternative between setting up 
these costly establishments and abandoning the idea 
of a general system of local registries? It may be 
urged that in the examination of title previous to the 
first entering of land on the register questions of great 
difficulty will frequently arise, and that these questions 
should be dealt with by a highly qualified, and therefore 
highly paid, officer. This must be admitted; but for 
some time, at least, might not the first registration of 
land be carried through in the London office, the pro- 
ceedings being initiated and conducted through a local 
office of a much less pretentious character? Or might 
not such a local office, with the assistance of one of the 
London examiners of title, be entrusted with the first re- 
gistration of title, subject to the right of parties to go to 
the London registry ? And, in any case, might not re- 
gistration as proprietor only be accomplished in the 
local office? At all events, it can hardly be doubted, as 
a London solicitor well points out in another column, 
that entries subsequent to the first registration may with 
confidence be left to a local office of the description sug- 
gested, subject to an option in the parties to resort to 
the London office. 

The importance to the public of the register being 
easily accessible seems scarcely to be appreciated. It 
must be borne in mind that whether on transfer, death, 
or bankruptcy of a registered proprietor, or on the 
marriage of a female registered proprietor, recourse 
must be had to the registrar. Any person inte- 
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tested who desires to enter or remove a caveat 
must go to him. Every solicitor who has to carry 
through the transfer of a _ registered title will 
have to search the register for restrictions (clause 
102), for caveats (clause 87), and for inhibitory orders 
(clause 91). Every solicitor who acts for the transferee 
of an equitable interest in registered land will also ap- 
parently have to examine the registered title and to 
search for restrictions and caveats. It is impossible to 
imagine that when registration of titles has become at 
all general a system can be continued under which 
parties will be compelled on all these occasions to resort to 
the London office, and it is for Lord Cairns to consider 
whether the fact that for some time at least they must 
do so will not tend to interfere with the speedy success 
of his measure. Is it probable that country landed 
proprietors, and their advisers, having before them the 
possibility of the establishment at some future time of a 
district registry in their immediate locality, will, in any 
case not compulsory, make haste to avail themselves of 
the “ district division” of the London office? ‘Will they 
not be ready to say, Let us wait and see whether a local 
registry will be established ? 





PEOPLE WITH CROTCHETS TO AIR are in many capacities 
harmless, but notin all. In a reporter, whose duty it is 
to state facts, leaving others to draw their inferences, a 
tendency to crotchets of any kind is peculiarly unfor- 
tunate, especially if it is so great as to cause him to pre- 
sent the conclusions of his own mind as data from which 
his readers may start and draw their inferences. The 
Times reporter on the Home Circuit is an old, and by 
this time we fear an incorrigible, offender in this re- 
spect. He has for years been making his accounts of 
the business of the circuit illustrate his own criticisms 
upon “our judicial system,’ and leading the uninitiated 
to imagine that fresh abuses are continually cropping up. 
In this way he has recently led the Pall Mall Gazette into 
making comments upon the supposed inconvenience 
which had been occasioned at Kingston owing to Mr. 
Hawkins sitting in a third court as Commissioner. We 
doubt whether, in point of fact, a single person was in- 
jured by this proceeding, but even if there were possibly 
one or two cases of slight inconvenience, it cannot be 
doubted by any impartial person that what was 
done tended, on the whole, very decidedly to the advan- 
tage of the suitors, the witnesses, the solicitors, and the 
bar. To take the case of the suitors, not only was 
delay avoided, but undoubtedly many hundreds of pounds 
in the aggregate were saved to them by diminishing the 
expense of keeping witnesses in waiting. On smaller 
circuits, where the business is in the hands of fewer 
members of the bar, a third court may cause incun- 
venience, not only to the bar, but also to the suitors, 
through their not obtaining the services of the counsel 
they had engaged. But on the Home Circuit the bar 
is so numerous, and the business so much dispersed 
amongst the members, that this inconvenience is not 
greatly felt, and a little arrangement altogether obviates 
it. Atthe Surrey Assizes there are always a large number 
of cases, each of which keeps many persons in attendance 
until it is called on, but when it is called on they are 
very speedily released. The great thing, therefore, is to 
have the list gone through as, soon as possible, in order to 
weed the cases, and for this purpose a third court is most 
useful. How, then, does the Times reporter make out 
his case of inconvenience? Entirely by reporting cases 
as being “ put off,” an expression which naturally con- 
veys to the reader’s mind an impression of some vague 
and indefinite postponement which must be most annoy- 
ing to the suitor. The fact, however, is just the reverse. 
The cases “ put off” were cases which the judges, with 
almost unexampled complaisance, had, on the applica- 
tion of the parties themselves, ordered not to be taken 
before a particular day. Every one of any 
either at assizes or sittings knows that this order is just 
what the parties are always most anxious to obtain, as it 





saves them much useless waiting about, but judges as a 
rule refuse it. The Lord Chief Baron appeared to be 
most anxious to arrange the business so as to suit 
the convenience of every one, and he granted all applica. 
tions which were made to him, in a manner which in 
our experience we have never known before. Almost 
any one who liked to apply might get a day fixed for 
his cause, and if anyone really was inconvenienced by 
the mode in which the business was conducted, it must 
have been persons who did not sufficiently look after 
their own interests to get for themselves the advantages 
which others secured. It was, in fact, not the third court 
but the Chief Baron’s rather too great readiness to do all 
that he was asked which caused a little inconvenienée to 
some suitors, but on the whole we never remember an 
assize in which the cases were more thoroughly and 
satisfactorily disposed of, or in which there were fewer 
“runs on the list,” “cases struck out,” and the like, 
such as occasionally occur, and suggest the possibility, 
even if they do not indicate, that some injustice has 
been done. 





THE REAL REPRESENTATIVE seems likely, at last, to be- 
come an institution. He was mentioned by the Land 
Transfer Commissioners as “a necessary complement of 
the system’’ they recommended, and we believe that 
some years ago a Bill was introduced by Lord West- 
bury containing clauses providing for the appoint- 
ment of a person who on the death of the proprietor 
of real estate should exercise similar powers over such 
estate to those possessed by the executor over personal 
estate. The measure, however, was’ only read a first 
time, and up to the present session no further attempt has 
been made to supply this defect in our legal system. 
Lord Cairns proposes by his Bill to make a very cautious 
advance towards this end. Section 78 in effect provides 
that if a registered proprietor appoints a real representa- 
tive, and any person interested chooses to apply to the 
registrar, such real representative is to be entered as 
registered proprietor. If the deceased registered pro- 
prietor has not expressly appointed a real repre- 
sentative by will, any one interested may apply to 
the court—i.e., the High Court—and obtain the appoint- 
ment of such a representative, who is thereupon (appa- 
rently without application to the registrar) to be entered 
as registered proprietor. Different real representatives 
may be appointed for different properties, and each 
person entered on the register as such is to possess all 
the powers of disposal of a registered proprietor under 
the Act; but as between himself and the persons bene- 
fically interested, subject in equity to the rights 
and interests of such persons. The result of the 
sections of the Bill relating to transmission upon 
death appears to be that unless a_ regis 
proprietor appoints a real representative by his will, an 
application to the court will in all cases be necessary 
after his death to obtain the substitution on the register 
of a new registered proprietor, and the registrar is em- 
powered to require that this application shall be made. 
In the meantime, before the entry on the register of 
another proprietor, the estate is to be “legally vested,” 
and the legal estate in the land is to be, in the heir or 
devisee of the deceased proprietor or in the person 
deriving title through such descent or devise. Is there 
any reason for requiring application to be made to 
the court as to the person to be entered as proprietor? 
Why should it not be provided that if a real representa- 
tive is appointed by will, he may, on the application of 
any person interested, be entered as registered proprietor; 


that if no real representative is appointed by will, any | 


person interested may apply to the registrar to —— 
a real representative, and that the registrar shall issue 
advertisements citing all parties, and then proceed to 
appoint and register a real representative; but that 
if no person is appointed real representative and 1é- 
gistered as such within six months from the death of the 
testator, the heir or devisee may apply to the registrar to 
be entered as registered proprietor ? 
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WE osserveE that in Lord Cairns’ measure relating to 
land titles and transfer, as in the Bill introduced last 
year, the word “agent” is used without any definition con- 
fining its meaning to “ agent of a solicitor.” Section 121 
proposes to enact that the persons to whom the register is 
to be open shall be the proprietor and any person autho- 
rised by him “‘ and the solicitor or agent, or clerk of the 
solicitor or agent of any such person”; these latter 
words having been added to the clause (137) relating to 
the same subject in Lord Selborne’s Bill. The clause 
relating. to the affidavit required to be made before 
registration by “the applicant and his solicitor or agent 
or certificated conveyancer,” &c., is adopted from Lord 
Selborne’s Bill, and clause 19, relating to the showing 
cause against the registration by any person “ by himself 
or his solicitor or agent,’”’ also remains unaltered. It is 
to be observed, however, that the provision of last 
year’s measure which empowered the making of rules 
relating to the costs to be charged “ by solicitors or 
other agents” in the registration of land, has been 
altered so as to confine the power to fixing the costs to 
‘be puid “ to solicitors or certificated conveyancers.” It 
can scarcely be doubted that steps will be taken to call 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to the desirability 
of either defining “agent” as the “agent of a solici- 


tor,” or omitting the word “agent” throughout the 


Bill. If it has really been the intention of the framer 
of the measure that estate agents and “legal accoun- 
tants”’ shall transact business connected with the re- 
gistration of titles and transfers, it would be interesting 
to know what advantage has been supposed to be likely 
to result to the public from the employment of persons 
for whose competence there is no guarantee, who are 
under no such control as is exercised over solicitors, and 
who are to be permitted to charge for their services as 
much as they can get. As Mr. Johnson pointed out 
last year, the confidence now reposed in solicitors 
in transactions in real property will be quite as necessary 
under the new procedure as under the old, and it may 
‘be worth while to recall what Mr. Davidson has said on 
this subject in his Precedents : —“The explanation of that 
immunity from risk which practically exists, and without 
which land must be unmarketable or nearly so, is to be 
found in two circumstances, namely—first, the general 
management of transactious relating to landed property 
by solicitors, a profession to whom in a matter so full of 
technicality, very much is necessarily confided, who 
are trusted by one another as well as by their clients, 
‘and to whose trustworthiness as a class society is more 
‘beholden for the orderly march of its affairs than is com- 
monly acknowledged.” 








THE COMING COURT OF APPEAL FOR IRELAND. 


The difficulties which beset the establishment of a 
satisfactory Court of Final Appeal, great as they are in 
this country, are aggravated in the case of Ireland by 
two distinct, and, in some degree, conflicting, causes, 

First, the jealousy of “English domination” which 
pervades even the best informed and least prejudiced 
classes in the sister isle, and which would render it im- 
possible to gain acceptance for any authority which 
would be looked upon as a “purely English court.” 
Of course, such a court might be imposed upon the 
country by Parliament, and if this were done it would 
necessarily be submitted to, at least for the time, but it 
would never be otherwise than grudgingly tolerated, as 
@ grievance, and therefore could never be a satisfactory 
‘solution of the question. The authority of the House of 
Lords was accepted, partly because, though the actual 
composition of the tribunal was generally purely Eng- 
lish, it was always, in theory, an Imperial court; but 
more because the stipulation in its favour contained in 
the Act of Union was the work of the Irish Parliament, 
and was looked upon as crowning and perpetuating the 
: of 1782, which negatived the right, claimed 
up to that time by the English House of Lords, of hearing 


appeals from Ireland. The right of final appeal was 
successfully claimed for the Irish House of Lerds by the 
Declaration of Independence, and it was felt at the 
Union, and ever since, that submission to the jurisdic- 
tion of the United House of Lords was the natural con- 
sequence of that Declaration. It will therefore be 
essential that the new Court of Appeal should contain a 
distinctly Irish element if it is to be accepted as a satis- 
factory substitute for the House of Lords. 

The second difficulty in dealing with Ireland in this 
respect arises out of the abolition, by the Act of last 
year, of the intermediate Courts of Appeal in England. 
We have never concealed our conviction that this was a 
most ill-judged act, even as regards this country alone ; 
but however that may be there can be no question that 
it greatly complicates the difficulty of dealing with Ire- 
land and Scotland. For, as we showed in a late article 
on this subject (ante p. 374), the Court of Final Appeal, 
if it is to possess that quality of unity which is essential 
to its success, must sit in London, the only place to which 
the conflicting claims of all others can be expected to 
yield ; and we are thus reduced in dealing with the cases 
of Ireland and Scotland to the adoption of one of three 
courses, of which it is not easy to determine which is the 
most objectionable. Either (1) we must leave these 
countries without any local check on the courts of first 
instance, which would amount, in many cases, to a denial 
of justice; or (2) we must continue the intermediate 
appellate courts there though they have been abolished 
here, thus introducing divergence instead of unity 
in our institutions, with the additional anomaly that 
the poorer countries are provided with the more 
elaborate and expensive procedure; or (3) the Court of 
Appeal must detach from itself Divisional Courts, either 
permanent or “In Eyre,’’ to undertake the hearing of 
appeals in Dublin and Edinburgh. This last is the view 
which seems to obtain most countenance with the profes- 
sion in Ireland, but it is in our opinion worse, if possible, 
than either of the others. For it is not to be supposed 
that an occasional visit to either of these cities would be 
sufficient to keep down the supply of appeals there; it 
would be necessary that the courts should sit as con- 
tinuously in both places as the respective courts of in- 
termediate appeal (Court of Appeal in Chancery, Ex- 
chequer Chamber, and Inner Houses of Session) now do. 
If these courts then consisted always, or for long periods 
tegether, of the same judges, these being separated from 
the central body of the court in London, and yet not in 
any manner subject to its control, would almost ex 
necessitate ret run in lines of decision of their own; and 
thus the unity of our jurisprudence, which is so greatly 
due to the unity of our Court of Final Appeal, would be 
endangered. And this danger would become yet more 
imminent if, as would almost certainly happen, the Irish 
element in the court were detached for duty in Ireland, 
and the Scotch element for duty in Scotland; and yet 
there would be a manifest absurdity in introducing 
these elements into the central court in order that it 
might fully represent all three countries, and then con- 
fining the services of each such member to the countries 
which he did noé represent. If, on the other hand, the 
members of the court appointed to sit in Ireland (and 
the same holds good, though in less degree, of Scotland) 
were altered, by any system of rotation, at short 
intervals, the extra burden thus inflicted upon 
the judges would be so intolerabie that it would 
be found impracticable to induce such men as alone 
ought to form a Court of Final Appeal to accept 
& position so onerous. To expect the judges of the 
highest court in the land, men of the calibre of Chan- 
cellors and ex-Chancellors, to consent to live “ per- 
petually on circuit” is an absurdity which only requires 
to be expressed to be refuted. 

To say that the true remedy for all these difficulties in- 
volves the restoration of a court of intermediate appeal for 
England may perhaps be tantamount to saying that it will 





not be adopted; and yet there is no impracticability or 


































seater eeduaivatie enedeientomentarinaeaemeee eee . 


428 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Apzil 11, 1974. 








even serious difficulty in its adoption, nor would it render 
it requisite to retrace, in any other respect, the legislation 
of last year. The new Court of Appeal is to consist 
(besides the Chancellors and ex-Chancellors, &c.) of nine 
ordinary members, who are empowered to sit in divisions 
of not less than three members each. These divisions 
would then (with the addition of one or more of the ex 
officio members if and when required) form three very 
good working courts of first appeal; and if the 
practical result of this were that appeals involving 
matters of Equity were heard by one division, Common 
Law cases by another, and Probate and Admiralty by the 
third, this—which would be fatal to the efficacy of 
a final appellate court—would probably much faci- 
litate the transaction of the ordinary appeal business. 
The appeals from these divisions (and also from the local 
appellate courts in Ireland and Scotland) should be heard 
before a court of not less than five nor more than seven, 
which should always contain the Lord Chancellor (or in 
his unavoidable absence an ex-Chancellor) and at least 
one ordinary member for England, Ireland, and Scotland 
respectively (utterly irrespective of the court or country 
from which the appeal may come), and the fifth member 
ought to be, when practicable, an ecclesiastical or inter- 
national lawyer, whether the case, on the face of it, in- 
volved any question of such law or not. We shall not, 
we hope, be misunderstood to suggest that all the mem- 
bers of this court are to be different from and in addi- 
tion to the nine ordinary members of the Court of Appeal 
above mentioned: if once that court were fully consti- 
tuted as a representative court (which it cannot be just 
yet), it would, we think, be able to furnish all the re- 
quisite judicial strength, not only for hearing the inter- 
mediate appeals from England but also for the Court of 
Final Appeal; and we are not aware of any ground of 
law, reason, or expediency, which should tend to prevent 
the judges from discharging both functions. 

Such a court as we desire to see would consist, when 
finally constituted, of nine ordinary judges, besides the 
Lord Chancellor and ex-Chancellors, and such Privy 
Councillors as had filled such high judicial offices as might 
be determined upon. The nine ordinary judges (on 
whom the representative character of the, court would 
depend) should be qualified as follows :—Not less than 
two nor more than four of them should have been 
judges of the High Court of Judicature in England for 
not less than years (this last provision being in- 
tended to prevent any repetition of the “ Collier Trick’’) ; 
not less than one nor more than two of them should have 
been for a similar period judges of the High Court of 
Judicature about to be constituted for Ireland; not 
less than one nor more than two of them should have 
been for a similar period Lords of Session in Scotland; 
not less than one nor more than two of them should 
have been for a similar period Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court in one of the Indian Presidencies or of 
Ceylon; and one of them should have been specially 
selected as an eminent ecclesiastical or international 
lawyer. The ordinary members of the Court of Appeal 
as established by the Act of last year would thus be able 
at once to supply six out of the nine requisite members, 
and it might be provided that such extra judges of 
appeal (not exceeding three in all) as might be found 
desirable might be appointed to act in the courts of in- 
termediate appeal, but without any right to take part in 
the proceedings of the final court itself. If this plan, 
or anything like it, were adopted, the question of the 
courts of intermediate appeal in Ireland and Scotland 
would, we may say, “ settle itself.” For there would be 
no reason then for interfering with the existing court in 
Scotland, while in Ireland an appellate court on the 
principle cf that for England, consisting of the Lord 
Chancellor (if that office be continued) and the Lord Chief 
Justice ex officio, and one or two ordinary Judges of 
Appeal, though most objectionable as a final court, would, 
we think, be both suitable and sufficient as a court of 
first appeal. To such an arrangement none of the ob. 





jections above mentioned would fairly apply: nor coul@ 
it open the way to any of the serious evils so ably 
pointed out by Lord Justice Christian in the remarkable 
pamphlet to which we have already (ante p. 335) had oc. 
casion to refer, and from which we have derived no. 
small assistance in considering this important question. 





THE LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER BILL. 
hs 


It would seem to be self-evident that, for an institu. 
tion to thrive in a free country, it must offer to the 
people the thing they want. Yet, according to the Land 
Transfer Commissioners of 1868, Lord Westbury failed 
to appreciate the truth of this axiom when he framed 
and carried his Land Registry Act. People asked for 
cheapness and speed, and he offered them expense and 
delay. He gave the public more than they wanted, and 
ata higher price than they thought it worth while to. 


: ah He proposed to enable landed proprietors to obtain. 


oth absolute security of title and ease of transfer. 
The public cared much for the latter, but little for the: 
former; and if they could not have the latter without 
the former, they showed that they would rather do 
without both. ‘They refused, in short, to buy the bene. 
fits of the Act at the expense of proving a sixty years’ 
marketable title, and the risk of arraying all their 
neighbours in arms against them by settling the boun- 
daries of their property once and for ever. So it came 
to pass that the measure of 1862 became nearly a dead 
letter—a failure which it suited its author to ascribe to 
the family solicitor, but which is now universally ad- 
mitted to be due to these and other defects of the 
measure. 

The first question which presents itself for considera- 
tion with reference to Lord Cairns’ measure is, how far 
has he steered clear of the errors of his predecessor, and 
what is the probability that his scheme will be accepted 
by the public ? He abandons the notion of requiring a 
good title to be shown in all cases at the time of entry 
on the register, and contents himself with providing a 
record of title which shall keep itself clear from its 
commencement, and, sooner or later, lead to such a title. 
He affords, indeed, the means of obtaining registration 
with an absolute title, and he offers, as inducements to: 
people to avail themselves of these means, to require 
forty years’ title only to be shown; to register titles 
which are, for certain specified reasons, not strictly 
marketable ; and to ascertain boundaries so as not to bind, 
and therefore not to rouse the apprehensions of, neigh- 
bouring proprietors. 

But he declines to adopt the provision of Lord Sel- 
borne’s Bill authorising the registrar to accept and 
register as absolute a “‘ good holding title ;” and it may 
be strongly doubted whether, in the absence of this pro 
vision, the other advantages offered by the Bill will 
counterbalance in the minds of the public the objections 
which they will entertain to other parts of the procedure 
prescribed in order to obtain an absolute title. Landed 
proprietors have no fancy for a mode of registration 
which involves the placarding of notices outside their 
park walls inviting persons with adverse claims to prose- 
cute them before the registrar. They will probably 
shrink from the expense of the investigation of title 
which will be necessary before registration in this mode, 
and they will regard with an apprehension, which we 
cannot think altogether unfounded, the provisions for 
permitting an appeal to the High Court from any 
decision of the registrar on claims or objections. The 
clause empowering the registrar or the court to order 
the costs and expenses of any person properly appearing 
upon the registration to be paid by the applicant, and 
the provision as to security for costs to be given before- 
hand, will hardly tend to allay this apprehension. The 
direction in clause 6 that if, on any application for re- 
gistration with an absolute or limited title, the registrar 
shall not be satisfied with the title, he shall register 
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the applicant as proprietor only, will certainly be taken 


’ as providing a means of publishing to the world the 


fact that the applicant has not a good title. The notices 
will show to everyone interested that the application 
was for an absolute title; the entry on the register will 
show that the applicant could not prove such a title: 

The process prescribed for registration as proprietor 
only is not open to these objections, and will un- 
doubtedly present a less repulsive aspect to the land- 
owner and land buyer. The cost and the formalities of 
registration are to be of the slightest and simplest de- 
scription. It may be questioned, indeed, whether the 
framer of the measure, in his anxiety to smooth the way 
to the registry, has not gone too far in dispensing with 
safeguards against abuse. In every case, not com- 
pulsory, of application for registration as proprietor 
only, the registrar is to satisfy himself that the appli- 
cant is prima facie entitled to the land for the estate 
claimed by him, and that he or some person entitled 
under the same title is in possession or receipt of the 
profits. But no notice, such as was stipulated for 
by Lord Selborne’s Bill, is required to be given of the 
application to be registered in this mode, and in cases of 
compulsory registration the registrar is to “ be satisfied 
with and proceed upon the deed or instrument of con- 
veyance.” We cannot but think that this is carrying 
the gentleness of the compulsion, spoken of by Lord 
Cairns, considerably further than is either necessary or 
desirable. An option ought at least, as it seems to us, 
to be given to the registrar, in cases of compulsory 
registration, to be satisfied with the conveyance or not, 
and we incline to think that it would not be unadvisable 
to give the registrar power, in all cases of registration as 
proprietor only, to order the insertion of notice of the 
application in the Gazette. This is the more necessary as 
there appears to be no provision for any delay between 
the application and the entry of the proprietor on the 
register, and no means are provided of entering a caveat 
against registration as proprietor only. Lord Selborne 
proposed that any person claiming such an interest in 
land before registration as entitled him to object to any 
disposition being made without his consent might lodge 
a caveat with the registrar entitling him to notice of any 
application which might be made for registration of such 
land, and that the registration should not be effected 
until ten days after the service of such notice. Lord 
Cairns, besides shortening this time by one half, confines 
the provision to notice of applications for registration 
with absolute or limited title. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


COMMON LAW. 
EXEcuToR DE SON TORT. 
Williams v. Heules, C.P., 22 W. R. 317. 


An executor de son tort may be described as a person 
who, as long as he remains such, has, by reason of his 
possession of the assets, all the liabilities and none of the 
rights of a true executor. While his assumed office lasts 
he must discharge his functions by the same rule as a 
true executor (Oxenham v. Clapp, 2 B. & Ad. 309); but 
its existence depends on the vacancy of the real office ; 
and as soon as there is a true representative of the 
deceased, whether by probate or letters of administra. 
tion, his character as executor ceases, and his liability as 
such to third persons is replaced by a liability to the 
true representative, whose acquittance (before action) 
discharges him, and whose affirmance or disaffirmance of 
his acts either validates or nullifies them (Anon. 2 Mod. 
293; Hooper v. Summersett, Wightw. 16; Hill v. Curtis, 
14 W. R. 125, L. R. 1 Eq. 90). From this quality 
of his office it follows that there is no privity between 
his personal representative and the estate with which he 
has intermeddled. By 30 Car. 2, c. 7, s. 2, his executor 
was, as executor, rendered liable in respect of any waste 


of the original estate by the executor de son tort, or any 
conversion of it to his own use; but he cannot be sued 
on any liability which attached to the deceased whose 
estate the executor de son tort intermeddled with (IVi7son 


quasi office of executor de son tort communicated or ex- 
tended to a third person who takes from him any portion 
of the estate, so as to constitute that person also 
executor de son tort (Paull v. Simpson, 9 Q. B. 365; 
Hill v. Curtis (ubi sup.). Thus in the former of 
these two cases it was held that a person who came into 
possession under the executor de son tort of a lease 
which formed part of the estate could not be sued as 
executor of the original deceased. The notion of ex- 
ecutor de son tort did not, as Wightman, J., said, admit 
of a multiplication of persons bearing that character, 
“a person who is executor de son tort is executor gene- 

rally.” But in the present case of Williams v. Heales, 
it was held that although there could not be concurrent 
there might be successive executors de son tort, and that 
a person who, after the death of the original executor 
de son tort, took possession of and occupied a leasehold 
belonging to the estate, might be sued as such by the 
lessor. On the representation of the original lessee 
coming to an end by the death of his administratrix, 

one Heales entered into possession and received the 
rents to his own use; on his death his son (the defen- 

dant) entered into possession and received the rents to his 
mother’s use; and on her death he continued in posses- 

sion and received the rents to his own use. According 

to Keating and Brett, JJ., the mother was executrix de 

son tort during her life, during which time the decision 
in Paull v. Simpson would prevent the. son being exe- 
cutor de son tort; but after that time they held that 
the son became such, and was therefore liable as as- 

signee. Denman and Honyman, JJ., however, appear 
to have declined to put the defendant’s liability on this 

ground, the former treating him as estopped from deny- 
ing that he was assignee (which, however, appears not 
wholly consistent with Faull v. Simpson), and the latter 
drawing the inference of an assignment—from whom is 

not stated. The ratio decidendi of the case must, we 
think, be found in the judgments of Keating and Brett, 
JJ., and though the point is novel there is nothing in 
the decision inconsistent with the authorities. 








PENDING LEGISLATION. 


Lanp Tirtes AnD TRANSFER. 

The measure recently introduced by the Lord Chan- 
celler applies only to land (including incorporeal here- 
ditaments) in England,* and does not affect copyholds. 
Leaseholds for years, of which at the time of registration 
more than twenty-one years are unexpired, and lease- 
holds for lives in which at least two lives are sub- 
sisting; an estate in dower, after assignment and actual 
entry, and an estate by the curtesy, may be registered 
in the same manner as an estate in fee. Mines and 
minerals may be registered without the surface. 

The statute is not to come into operation until January 
Ist, 1876. 

Part I. of the Bill deals with the registration of fee 
simple estates, and provides that application for registra- 
tion as proprietor may be made by— 

Any person who has contracted to buy an estate 
in fee. If not conveyed the written consent of the 
vendor must be produced. 

Any person beneficially entitled in possession or 
reversion to an estate tail, base fee, or fee simple. 
The written consent of the protector is to be given 
where his consent is now necessary to a disposition 
in fee. 

Any person capable of disposing by way of abso- 


* This term, it will be remembered, includes Wales and 
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lute sale of an estate in fee in possession or rever- 
sion, If the applicant is a trustee without power of 
sale, or cannot dispose of the land without the con- 
sent, &c, of some other person, the written consent of 
the cestut que trust or of such other person is to be 
given; and where the applicant has a power of sale 
only, and no estate of inheritance in the land, the 
written consent must be given of all persons, down to 
and including the owner of the first vested estate of in- 
heritance, whose estates would be displaced by the ex- 
ercise of the power, unless the settlement authorises 
theapplication. A mortgagee is not to be registered as 
proprietor without the written consent of the mort- 
gagor, unless the mortgage is made after the Act 
comes into operation, and does not contain a provi- 
sion that there shall not be such registration. 

Any registered proprietor of land in respect whereof 
or for which any land shall have been allotted or 
exchanged under an inclosure, or by order of the 
Inclosure Commissioners. 

Any person authorised by the court to make the 
application. 

Any two or more persons entitled for their own 
benefit, concurrently or successively, to such estates, 
interests, or powers in or over land as together 
would make up such an estate, interest. or power 
as, if vested in one person, would entitle him to be 
registered as proprietor, may apply to be registered 
joint proprietors. By sections 113-115 provision is 
made for the case of persons under disability, and 
for Crown Lands, &c. 

In the case of a sale of land in fee three years 
after the commencement of the Act, where there is 
not already a registered proprietor, and the pur- 
chaser might apply for registration under the Act, 
the application is to be made by some person in- 
terested under the instrument of conveyance, and 
the registrar is to register the person specified as 
the registered proprietor in the conveyance. By 
section 28 provision is made for the case of no such 
person being specified. 

Application for registration is to be voluntary until 
three years from the commencement of the Act. After 
that time, where a sale in fee is made of land, of which 
there is not a registered proprietor, and the purchaser 
might apply for registration under the Act, some person 
is to be registered either as absolute or limited proprietor, 
or as proprietor only, and until such registration the 
conveyance is to operate in equity only. 

Application may be made for registration either (1) as 
proprietor with an absolute title, or (2) as proprietor 
with a limited title—i.¢., good from a date mentioned on 
the register, or (3) as proprietor only, in which case the 
date of registration is to be the commercement of the 
registered title. Registration in the two last-mentioned 
modes is not to prevent subsequent application for re- 
gistration with a longer or absolute title. 


The following are the proceedings to be taken for ob- 
taining registration :—The applicant is to furnish to the 
registrar (1) a correct description, accompanied by a map 
or plan, of the land to be registered; (2) a statement of 
the persons entitled to the land, and of the estates, 
powers, and interests vested in them ; and (3) a statement 
of the incumbrances affecting the land. The registrar 
may require the description of the land, and any other 
particulars he may deem necessary, to be verified by oath. 
The registrar is then to examine and settle the de- 
scription and statements, and when they are settled 
he is to deliver back copies of them to the applicant. 

If the application is for registration as proprietor 
only, the registrar is to satisfy himself, by such evidence 
as he may think requisite, that the applicant is primd 
Sacie entitled to the land for the estate claimed by him, 
and that he, or some person entitled to a estate 
under the same title, is in possession or receipt of the 
profits, either by himself or by some person for whom 





he is a trustee, or that some incumbrancer upon the 
estate so claimed, or upon such prior estate, is in posses. 
sicn or receipt of the profits. In cases of compulsory 
registration, the registrar is to be satisfied with and pro- 
ceed upon the conveyance. Mines and minerals, if 
intended to be included in the register, must be ex. 
pressly claimed, and (in the case of opened mines) 
evidence of title and possession must be given. There 
seem to be no provisions as to completion of registra. 
tion as proprietor only, and it is to be presumed that 
when the registrar is satisfied on these points he is tu 
proceed at once to enter the name of the proprietor on 
the register. 


If the application is for registration as proprietor 
with an absolute or limited title, it must be accompanied 
by an abstract of the title of the applicant, and such 
evidence as may be specified by general orders, including 
evidence proving that the applicant or his predecessors 
in title, or some person entitled to some estate under the 
same title, has been in possession or receipt of the 
profits of the land not less than five years next before 
the date of the application. The registrar, however, is 
not to require the title to conimence earlier than forty 
years previously to the time of registration, unless he 
has reason to suppose that some settlement or will prior 
to that period may have been executed which might 
prejudicially affect the title, and he may accept recitals, 
&c., in deeds, &c., twenty years old as sufficient evidence, 
The. registrar, before taking any proceeding, may 
require the applicant to give security for costs. 
Notice of the application is to be given by the registrar 
by advertisement. A copy of the notice is to be posted 
on or near the land, and copies are also to be served on 
such persons as the registrar may direct. The title is 
to be examined by the registrar and by one of 
the examiners of titles. The registrar is empowered, 
at any time up to registration, to make any requisi- 
tions he may think proper as to title or identity, 
&e. He is to fix a time and place (to be speci- 
fied in the notices) at which persons may be 
heard to show cause against the registration. By section 
10 the registrar and the court (which throughout 
the Act means the High Court) are authorised to 
order the costs of any person properly appearing upon 
the registration to be paid by the applicant. The de- 
cision of the registrar on any objection or claim is to be 
subject to appeal to the court. The registrar is to 
ascertain and state boundaries as far as he can; but 
neighbouring proprietors are not to be bound by his 
statement. Unless mines and minerals are expressly 
mentioned in the application he is not to deal with them. 
If they are expressly mentioned, he is to have “ especial 
regard” to them in the investigation of title and notices, 
and they are to be specifically included in the register. 
The registrar may dispense with the notices and pre- 
liminary proceedings in the case of an application by a 
registered proprietor for registration as to land allotted 
on an inclosure, &c. If upon the examination of the 
title it appears that the land is subject to any doubtful 
or uncertain incumbrance or claim which may be com- 
pensated by money and does not involve a right to the 
land except as a security for money, the applicant may 
have the case referred to the court, which is empowered 
to order that upon a sum being paid into court and 
invested, the land shall be discharged from the incum- 
brance or claim, And if it appears to the registrar 
that, owing to the loss or want of a covenant to pro- 
duce deeds, or the possibility of a woman of advanced 
age having a child, or for some similar reason, that the 
title is not strictly marketable, but that, nevertheless, the 
holding under it will not be disturbed, the court is en- 
abled to sanction the registration of the applicant as pro- 

etor with an absolute or limited title, as the case may 

If it appears that the title to the land is in litiga- 
tion, the registrar may cither defer the registration or 
proceed with it, entering notice of it on the register, 
in which case any person claiming under the regis 
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tered proprietor is to take subject to the lis pendens. 
Power is given to the registrar to order the production 


of deeds, &c., relating to the land referred to in the ap- 
plication for registration, which may be in the possession 
or custody of any person not concurring in such appli- 
cation. All deeds, &c., belonging to the applicant or 


 {ncumbrancers produced to the registrar or examiner 


of titles or to the court, at or before the registra- 
tion, are to be stamped so as to give notice to any 
person inspecting them that the land to which they 
wlate is registered. The registration of a proprietor 
with an absolute or limited title is not to be com- 

until at least three months from the date of pub- 
lication of the advertisement, and not until every 
objection or claim has been disallowed or disposed of, 
and any appeal disallowed or withdrawn, and the time 
for appealing has determined. Where the applicant for 
registration is a person who has contracted to buy land 
or a lease, he is not to be registered as proprietor 
thereof until he has produced to the registrar a convey- 
ance of the land or the lease or assignment. Before 
registration with an absolute or limited title, the appli- 
cant and his solicitor, and such other person as the 
registrar may require, are to make affidavit that all 
documents and facts material to the title, and all in- 
cumbrances, &c., known to them, have been made known 
to the registrar. If the registrar, on an application for 
registration with absolute or limited title, is not satisfied 
with the title, it is provided that he “ shall” register 
the applicant as proprietor only, unless the applicant can 
satisfy him that he has a limited title shorter than that 
applied for. 

The mode of registration prescribed is for the registrar 
to enter in a book (to be called the “land register”) the 
name of the proprietor, and a description of the land; 
with a reference, when convenient, to a map or plan. If 
the registration be with an absolute or limited title this 
must be stated, and, if limited, the limit must be specified, 
and, whether it be absolute or limited, particulars of all 
prior estates, leases, and incumbrances (except such 
interests as are declared not to be incumbrances) to which 
the land is subject must be entered. Subject to general 
orders, the mode of making entries on the register, and 
of describing parcels therein, is to be at the discre- 
tion of the registrar. Upon proof of the cesser or 
satisfaction of any such estate, lease, or incumbrance, 
the registrar is to note such cesser or satisfac- 
tion on the register. Notice is to be entered of 
any power of re-entry or shifting clause, or any restric- 
tion on the user or legal condition, to which the land may 
be subject. The registrar may also enter notice of the 
liability of the land to tithes, land tax, and easements, 
also notice of tenancies for any term not exceeding 
twenty-one years, and other charges and interests 
specified in section 37 and thereby declared not to 
be incumbrances, also notice of any right or ~fran- 
chise annexed to the ownership of any land proposed for 
registration, and to be exercised over some other land 
or in some other place, or with reference to some other 
matter. 

No trust is to be entered on the register, nor is it to be 
shown that the proprietor ® mortgagee only. Interests 
entitling the person possessing them to object to any 
disposition without his consent are to be protected by 
caveats, which, when lodged und supported by an affi- 
davit stating the interest of the cautioner, &c., are to 
prevent registration from being made of the land 
to which the caveat relates until notice has been served 
on the cautioner to appear and oppose, and five clear 
days have elapsed from personal service of the notice, or 
ten days from the posting of such notice. The caveat 
is to have no other effect than to entitle the cautioner 
to this notice. Provision is made for making persons 
wrongfully lodging caveats pay compensation to any 
person damaged thereby, The entry by the registrar of 
& note of a claim to dower or courtesy is to be con- 
sidered ov a covrat Upon the first registration with 


title absolute or limited, and upon registration on 
death, the registrar may inquire whether the land is 
subject to succession duty, and state on the register the 
result of such inquiry, which statement is to be conclu- 
sive in favour of purchasers for valuable consideration. 
Every person whose name is entered on the register, 
whether as proprietor, cautioner, or in any other cha- 
racter, is to furnish to the registrar a place of address in 
the United Kingdom, and notices are to be served either 
personally or by registered letter, marked outside ‘“ Land 
Registry Office.” 

_ The effects of registration are described as follows :— 
Registration of any kind will bar an estate tail or 
enlarge any base fee and bar all remainders and reversions. 
Registration as proprietor merely will confer an estate in 
feesubject to any adverse estate, &c.,in the land subsisting 
at the date of the registration. Registration as proprietor 
with limited title will confer an estate in fee, subject to 
any adverse estate, &c., subsisting at the date mentioned 
upon the register. Registration as proprietor with abso- 
lute or limited title is to be subject to the prior estates 
and incumbrances entered on the register, and to any 
power of re-entry, shifting clause, restriction, or condition, 
of which notice shall be entered on the register, and to the 
charges and interests specified in section 37. Section 38 
empowers the person registered as proprietor absolutely 
to dispose of the land and to give an effectual discharge 
for the purchase-money, “‘and such power of disposal shall 
be subject only as the proprietor’s estate in fee may be 
subject as hereinbefore mentioned, and to leases or 
charges registered, and to any charge created by deposit 
of the land certificate, and to easements and incorporeal 
rights of which notice shall have been entered on the 
register, and to such (if any) of the other legal estates 
hereinafter mentioned (i.e., leaseholds for more than 
twenty-one years, and estates in dower and by the curtesy) 
as may for the time being be subsisting; and subject 
only as aforesaid, no transferee for valuable considera- 
tion shall be affected by any express or constructive 
notice of any trust, equity of redemption, or equitable 
estate or interest or lis pendens.” Every registered 
trustee or mortgagee, however, as between himself and 
his cestut que trust or mortgagor, is to be subject to the 
same obligations as if he had not been registered as 
proprietor. And it is provided that after the land, 
lease, or charge has been registered, any person claiming 
to be interested in it may (at the risk of paying costs 
and making compensation for improperly doing so) 
lodge a caveat with the registrar, supported by an 
affidavit by the cautioner, against any dealing 
with such land, lease, or charge until twenty-one 
days’ notice has been served on the cautioner. 
If the latter enters into a bond to indemnify every 
person interested against any damage occasioned by the 
delay, the court may order the registrar to delay regis- 
tering for such further period as may be mentioned in 
the order. The court, on the application of any person 
interested, is empowered to inhibit any dealing by the 
registered proprietor with any registered land, lease, or 
charge. 

Section 42 provides that no estate in land or a rent, of 
which there is a registered proprietor, shall be legal, ex- 
cept the following :—(1) The fee in the registered pro- 
ptietor ofland, or ofaperpetual rent. (2) Leases of which 
there are registered proprietors. (3) Tenancies not in- 
cumbrances under section 37. (4) Easements, &c., 
entered on the register. (5) Estates in dower, and by 
the curtesy of which there are registered proprietors, 
and (6) The estate of the heir or devisee during the 
interval between the death of a registered proprietor 
and the registration of another proprietor. 

Part 2 relates to the registration of leasehold estates 
of which more than twenty-one years are unexpired, or 
two lives are subsisting, and of estates in dower after 
assignment and actual entry, and by the curtesy. 
Registration of these estates is to be effected in 








a similar manner to that provided with respect to 
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estates in fee. The registration is not to extend to | 


the title of the lessor unless the registrar, after inve sti- 
gating it, makes an entry in the register that he is satis- 
fied with it, after which the validity of the lease is to be 
unimpeachable. The effect of registration is to be that 
the leasehold shall be held by the registered proprietor for 
the remainder of the term, and by the tenants in dower 
or curtesy for their respective lives—in each case, subject 
to all prior estates and other rights and charges, which 
if the land had been registered in fee would have been 
expressly preserved by the Act, or declared by the Act 


not to be incumbrances. The provisions as to trusts, | 


and the powers of disposition of a registered proprietor, 
and the other provisions of the Act which can be applied 
to leaseholds, and an estate in dower and by the curtesy, 
are to apply to them as nearly as may be practicable. 
As regards compulsory registration after three years, it is 
provided that a lease granted by an unregistered proprie- 
tor is not to be deemed a sale, but a lease granted by a 
registered proprietor is to be deemed a sale. An assign- 
ment upon a sale of an existing lease is to be deemed in 
all cases a sale. A note of the determination of any 


lease which may have been determined by re-entry or | 


surrender is to be entered on the register. 


Entry having been duly made on the register, the ' 
registered proprietor will be entitled, on application to ' 
the registrar, to receive a “land certificate,” containing a ; 


transcript of the part of the register relating to the land, 


and for this he may be required to sign areceipt. <A j 


note of the delivery of the certificate is to be entered on 
the register. At any subsequent period the holder of 
this certificate may have it compared with the register, 
and have it either certified to be a true copy, or have any 
alteration made which can be conveniently made so as to 
make it correspond with the then state of the register, 
or on the delivery up of the certificate the registrar may 
grant a new one. On delivery up, or proof of loss, of the 
certificate he may also grant a new one. 

Part 3 contains provisions with reference to the 
creation of securities. Three modes of charge are pro- 
vided for registered proprietors. (1) The mortgage 
proper, by transfer of land or of a lease to the mortgagee. 
In this case the transferee is to be registered as pro- 
prietor without any mention of the mortgage, and as 
between himself and third persons, he is to be invested 
with all the rights of such proprietor; but as between 
himself and the mortgagor, he and everyone claiming 
through him, except a purchaser in fee for valuable con- 
sideration, are to be subject to account and redemption 
as a mortgagee now is. (2) Deposit of the land certifi- 
cate, a memorandum of the date and purpose of the 
deposit being endorsed thereon at the time of the deposit, 
and the certificate being stamped as a mortgage. The 
effect of this deposit will be to create a lien on the land 
equivalent to a charge, and which will take precedence 
of all statutory charges not previously noted on the cer- 
tificate. This is to be the only mode of creating a charge 
on registered land by deposit. No vendor's lien is to 
exist except it be supported by a statutory charge. 
(3) Charge. The registered proprietor of land or a lease 
may charge it with the payment of any sum, either 
ascertained or to be ascertained, with or without interest 
thereon, or with the payment of any annual sum. The 
person in whose favour the charge is made may have 
himself registered as proprietor of the charge, and have 
an entry of the particulars of the charge made on the 
register, and have a note of the charge entered on the 
register of the land. He may also obtain a certificate of 
charge. Where a land certificate has been given of the 
land to be charged, it must, unless ite non-production can 
be satisfactorily accounted for, be produced to the regis- 
trar, who is to note upon it notice of the charge. Charges 
are to rank, as between themselves, according to the order 
in which they are entered on the register, and they are 
to be entered in the order in which application for regis- 
tration shall be made. Upon the creation of a registered 
charge a covenant is to be implied on the part of the 


registered proprietor of the land to pay the money and 
interest charged. The registered proprietor of the 
charge may at any time enforce his security by en 
upon the land or into receipt of the rents and profits, 
subject to the rights of prior incumbrancers on the 
register and of the depositee of the land certificate, and 
to the liability to account. If the instrument of charge 
contains a power of sale, the registered proprietor of 
the charge may exercise such power, subject, of course, 
to prior incumbrances, as if he were the registered pro. 
prietor of the land. If the instrument does not con. 
tain such power, he is, if his charge be a lump sum, to 
have the same remedies by means of a sale by a court, 
and if his charge be an annual sum, the same remedies 
generally, as he would have in cases not within the Act, 
Upon any sale by a registered proprietor under a power, 
or by the court, prior incumbrancers are to be obliged 
to accept payment out of the proceeds cf the moneys 
secured to them, on having such notices (if any) as mort- 
gagees are entitled to. On proof of the satisfaction of a 
charge, the registrar is to enter a note of discharge on 
the register, and thereupon the land is to be deemed to 
be discharged therefrom. By section 126 it is provided 
that where a registered proprietor of land, or a lease or 
charge, is desirous of discharging any charge created 
under the Act, or any other incumbrance affecting such 
land, lease, or charge, and shall be unable effectually to 
clear the title therefrom, he is to be at liberty to pay the 
amount of such charge or incumbrance into court under 
the Trustee Relief Act, and upon such payment the land, 
| lease, or charge is to be discharged from the charge or 
incumbrance. 
After the first registration of land there is to be always 
a registered proprietor in whom the fee simple is to be 
| vested in the same way and with the same power of dis. 
| posal as in the first registered proprietor. Upon any 
| transfer of any registered land, lease, or charge, the regis- 
! trar is to enter, as registered proprietor, the person spe. 
cified as such in the instrument of transfer, or if no such 
person is specified the person entitled beneficially to the 
fee, proceeding in case there is no such person according 
to the rules laid down in section 28. As between two 
or more transfers by a registered proprietor the first 
applicant for registration is to be preferred. Upona 
transfer of a registered charge the registrar is to enter, 
as registered proprietor of such charge, the transferee. 
Until the entry is made the transferor is to be deemed to 
remain proprietor. The transferor is to deliver up to 
the registrar the land certificate or certificate of charge 
given by the registrar. Provision is made for the entering, 
on the register and land certificate of the husband of any 
female registered proprietor, or of the husband of any 
female who, if unmarried, would be entitled to be entered 
on the register as registered proprietor, and for the entry 
on the register, and on the land certificate of a female 
registered proprietor of any land, lease, or charge the 
fact that the same is settled to her separate use. 

On the death of the sole registered proprietor the 
person appointed by his will real representative, or, in 
default of such appointment a real representative ap- 
pointed by the court, may be entered as registered pro- 
prietor. The real representative is to have the powers of 
a registered proprietor, subject in equity to the rights of 
the persons beneficially interested. This part of the 
Bill contains clauses, noticed more fully elsewhere, 
providing for the devolution of the legal estate 
in the interval between the death of a registered 
proprietor and the entry on the register of another 
proprietor; for registration of a proprietor of 
a lease or charge on the death of the sole registered 
proprietor, of a proprietor of any land, lease, or charge 
on the bankruptcy of any registered proprietor, or on 
sales by the sheriff under a writ, or by the decree or 
order of any competent court, or by the registered 
owner of a charge with power of sale. Courts of com- 
petent jurisdiction holding a registered proprietor to be 
a trustee, or deciding an action, may make orders for the 
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registration of persons as autaietenn A general power 
is conferred on the court, upon the application of the 
registered proprietor, or of any person claiming to be 
beneficially interested in any land, lease, or charge, or 
of the registrar, to order any person to be entered on 
the register as proprietor. 

The registered proprietor may direct that no transfer 
or lease shall be made of, or charge created on, the land, 
lease, or charge, unless the following things, or such of 
them as he may prescribe, are done—viz., unless notice be 
transmitted by post to such address as he shall specify, 
or unless the consent of some specified person is given, 
or unless some such other thing is done as may be re- 
quired by the applicant, and approved by the registrar, 
The registrar is to note these directions on the register, 
and no transfer is to be made or charge created except 
in accordance with them. They may be withdrawn or 
modified at any time at the instance of all the persons 
for the time being appearing to the registrar to be in- 
terested in them, or by the court. On the registry of 
joint proprietors an entry may be made on the register 
that when their number is reduced below a specified 
number, no registered disposition of the land, &c., shall 
be made except by the court. 

Any person aggrieved by any entry being made or 
omitted to be made on the register, or by the cancelling 
or altering of any entry or notice, or in respect of default 
or unnecessary delay in making, cancelling, or altering 
any entry or notice, or by the registrar not proceeding 
with registration, or by his decision, in any respect, with 
Teference to the register, is empowered to appeal 
to the court. The decision of the court may be ap- 
pealed from in the same way as other orders made by it. 

Subject to regulations, and the payment of fees, 
registered proprietors of any land, &c., and persons 
authorised by them or by the court, and persons who 
have entered on the register.any notice or caveat affect- 
ing such land, &c., and tke solicitor or agent, or clerk of 
the solicitor or agent of any such person, but no other 
person, may inspect and make copies of any register or 
document in the custody of the registrar relating to such 
land, &c. 

The costs incurred by any trustee in any application 
for registration may be retained by him out of money 
coming to him under his trust, or, if necessary, he may 
raise the amount by charging the trust estate. The 
court is empowered to direct by, and to whom, and in 
what proportions the costs of registration areto be paid. 

Wilful suppression of deeds or facts, or the fraudulent 
procuring of entries to be made on the register or cer- 
tificate, and false declarations, are made misdemea- 
nours. 


The machinery by which the Act is to be worked is 
provided in Parts 9 and 10. There is to be an office 
‘in London called the office of Land Registry, the business 
of which is to be conducted by a registrar, who is to be a 
barrister of at least ten years’ standing and is to be ap- 
pointed by the Crown. He is to be aided by assis- 
tant registrars and examiners of title, who are also 
to be barristers of at least ten years’ standing, and by 
clerks. All these officers are to be appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor. The registrar is to appoint messengers and 
servants. Provision is made for a retiring pension to the 

strar and superannuation allowances to any officer 
er than the registrar and examiners of title. 

The registrar is to frame rules, forms, and directions 
for facilitating proceedings, and is to “ conduct the whole 
business of registering land.’ The registrar and assis- 
‘tant registrars may administer oaths, and summon 
witnesses. With the sanction of the Lord Chancellor 
the registrar is to make general orders, and also 
to determine the fees payable for the first entry on the 
register; for subsequent registration of transfers, trans- 
mission and devolution of land, leases, and charges, and 
for all other matters to be done by him. The fees are 
to be collected by stamps, The Lord Chancellor is em. 








powered to fix a scale of fees to be paid to the examiners 
of title, and of costs to be paid to solicitors or certifi- 
cated conveyancers in respect of proceedings under the 
Act, and any scale of costs so fixed may be based on an 
ad valorem principle. 

Part 10 relates to district registries. It empowers the 
Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, 
by general orders, to be laid before Parliament, from 
time to time to create district registries for the purposes 
of registration of title of land within the defined dis- 
tricts respectively; to direct when registration is to 
commence in any district and the place at which lands 
are to be registered; to commence registration pursuant 
to such notice; to direct by what officers the registra- 
tion is to be conducted, and to fix the salaries of such 
officers. The district registrar and assistant district 
registrar are to be barristers of at least ten years’ stand. 
ing, and are to be appointed by the Lord Chancellor. 
The Lord Chancellor may appoint any other person as 
examiner of title for the district. The clerks of the 
district registry are to be appointed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. Each district registrar and assistant district 
registrar, as regards the lands within his jurisdiction, is 
to have the same powers as the London registrar and 
assistant registrars, and there is to be the same appeal 
as in the case of that registrar. Power is reserved to 
the Lord Chancellor to order that all or any of the pre- 
liminary proceedings before the first registration, or any 
other matters, shall be performed by the London regis- 
trar or his assistant, or that the district registrar shall 
obtain directions from, and act with the sanction of, the 
London registrar or his assistant. General orders are 
to apply to the district registries unless separate orders 
are made for them. 

Part 11 provides for the transfer of the existing staff 
of the land registry office and of the: books and papers 
of that office to the new office. It also exempts land 
registered under the Act from registration under the 
now existing registry Act or the local registry Acts, and 
exempts land registered under the existing registry Act 
from such of the proceedings under the new Act as the 
registrar may think proper to dispense with. 

Forms are given in the schedule in which the regis- 
tered proprietor of land or of a lease or charge may 
convey, assign, charge, or transfer the same. 








REVIEWS. 


INSURANCE LAW. 

Two Lectures on Insurance and Insurance Law. By 
Anperson Kinxwoop, UL.D., Emeritus Professor of 
Conveyancing in the University of Glasgow. C. & E. 
Layton. 

These lectures were recently delivered in Glasgow as 
part of a series for the benefit of legal students in the 
west of Scotland. The author states his plan to have 
been to interest his hearers in the subject of insurance, 
as the best way of attracting them to the study of the 
law of insurance. In this, we think, he ought to have 
succeeded. The lectures contain a very clear and sug- 
gestive outline of the law of marine, fire and life insurance, 
and they present the subject in a more attractive light 
than we could have imagined possible. In his first 
lecture Dr. Kirkwood traces the gradual development of 
the law of marine insurance, “ Ancient custom,” he says, 
“is the true foundation of our marine insurance jurispru- 
dence, And the superstructure is due wholly to English 
lawyers, who, being almost untrammelled by statute or by 
rules of common law, drew from principles of equity, and 
such sources as the Guidon de la mer, the Ordennance of 
Louis the XTV. and the codes of foreign countries, the 
materials for their judgments. Scottish lawyers have done 
nothing in this important field. Our institutional writers 
are almost silent on the subject. Stair, who published 
the first edition of his great work in 1681, devotes to it 
only the following few lines, when treating of various 
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contracts under the head of ‘ Obligations conventional 
by promise, paction and contract.’ ‘Though these’ (he 
says) ‘be the most ordinary contracts among men, yet 
there be as many varieties as the conjunction of these things, 
in the various uses or humours of men, can make up: as 
the contract of insurance, where money or things are 
given, for the hazard of any thing thatis in danger. 

m, who wrote about 1751, compresses his remarks 
oninsurance into two pages. Erskine’s Principles were pub- 
lished in 1754, but contain no allusion to insurance. . . . 
And, even now, we have no separate treatise in Scotland 
on the subject, except Paton’s brief compendium, 
published in 1862. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
on appeal to the House of Lords, the decisions of our 
Supreme Couri,—the Court of Session,—were in use to 
be often reversed, so as to prevent any conflict between 
the two countries on a branch of law in which they were 
and ought to bethesame. Accordingly, during the period 
between 1770, when the first reported Scotch appeal case 
on marine insurance occurs, down to the publication, in 
1826, of the 5th and standard edition of Bell’s 
Commentaries, one-half of the cases appealed were 
reversed.” 
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NOTES. 


Doncaster is far from being disheartened by the cold 
water which has been thrown on itsclaim to representation 
in Parliament. But being a shrewd northern municipality 
it deems it desirable to make certain that the claim has 
some foundation before it proceeds to take steps to enforce 
it. A local journal publishes at length a case for the 
opinion of counsel, which has been prepared by Mr. Shirley, 
the town clerk, and which must be admitted to place in 
the fairest colours the recently discovered rights of the 
town. The opinion of counsel is asked (1) as to whether 
the claim bas a foundation or not. (2) If the claim is 
well founded, what course should Doncaster take to obtain 
the restoration of ite ancient and now valued privilege ; 
and (3) counsel is requested to advise Doncaster generally 
under the circumstances. Doubtless the opinion of counsel, 
when given, will be published, and then we shall proceed 
to hide our diminished beads. We are not quite sure, in- 
deed, whether that process ought not to be commenced at 
once ; for an opinion has already been given on the case 
by the local nee above referred to, which says, in a 


artic. 

“ If Doncaster fails to get that Parliamentary representa- 
tion it feels iteelf entitled to, it will not be the fault of its 
able and energetic town clerk. Mr. Shirley is not the 
man to relinquish an idea simply because othera pooh-pooh 
it aud pronounce it chimerical. Therefore, in spite of 
msuch cold water flung upon that important question of 
constitational right, raised by himself—or, more correctly 
speaking, we believe, by his son, Mr. Walter Shirley— 
some months ago, he has gone radically into the se en 
ad % omse which, whatever else it may f 
proves that his own opinion, so far from being an idle or 
romantic one, is based upon repeated constitutional prac- 
tiee, in respect of other places, of « precisely similar 
Character to that now advocated in the case of Doncaster. 





Mr. Shirley demonstrates conclusively that no Reform Bill 
and no act of disfranchisement has ever deprived this 
borough of the privilege it possessed in the time of 
Edward I. of sending two members to Parliament; and 
also that disuse, even for three hundred years, is no bar to 
a resumption of the privilege. Great Marlow, Wendover, 
Amersham, Hertford, Ilchester, and Pontefract, all 
recovered their former powers in this respect after 
generations during which those powers had remained in- 
abeyance.” 

Surely this rather confident opinion ought to settle the 
matter. 


The editor of the Revised Statutes writes to the Times 
to explain the position and prospects of his task. He is 
apxious it should be known that the work of ‘‘ clearing the 
jungle ” of the statute book is not likely to be solong as is 
commonly supposed. “ It is true,” Lesays, “that about five 
years have now elapsed since the work of revision was 
begun, and that those five years have produced but five 
volumes of statutes, together with the Chronological Table 
and Index. But the period embraced in these volumes ex- 
tends all the way from the 20th year of Henry III. to the 
4th of George IV., and the period remaining to be expur-: 
gated is only about forty-five years. The earlier portion 
of the work has been, for obvious reasons, by far the most 
difficult and toilsome; in proportion as we approach the 
termination the matter to be eliminated becomes less and 
less, the number of Acts to be printed as they stand will 
increase, the editor’s task will be lightened, and the pro- 
gress of pnblication much accelerated. On the other hand, 
and for the same reasons, the space occupied by the 
modern Acts will be much greater. I cannot anticipate 
that less than ten more volumes will suffice to complete 
the work; but I entertain a sanguine hope that, provided 
no unforeseen obstacles occur, it will be found possible to 
bring out the last volume of the Revised Statutes within 
abont three years from the present date.” 

ae en 


Mr. Ensor, of Cardiff, has exposed what looks like a. 
very absurd and scandalous piece of mismanagement at 
Somerset House. In the month of December, 1871, he- 
prepared and engrossed a mortgage deed, which, for 
reasons unnecessary to detail, became of no use. The 
engrossment being upon a stamped parchment, he sent it 
to London to have the duty allowed, having, of course, to 
pay for this privilege, in addition to agency charges, a 
stamp duty of 2s. 6d. upon the affidavit verifying the facts 
that the stamp had become inadvertently spoilt and that 
it was his property. On the 19th of February, 1872, the 
deed was presented and left at Somerset House, and the 
duty was allowed and returned to Mr. Ensor. He heard 
nothing more of the matter till one day last week, when 
the proposed mortgagor and mortgagee—both gentlemen 
well known in the town of Cardiff—made an indignant 
complaint that the deed in question formed the head of a 
drum, which had been paraded for sale at a toy-shop 
within twenty yards of Mr. Ensor’s office! The mort-- 
gagor, who had heard of the circumstance from numerous 
friends, had bought the drum in self defence, and to veil, 
as far as he could, his pecuniary exigencies from the 
public gaze. On inquiring into the matter, Mr. Ensor 
found that the drum had been purchased by the toy 
dealer of a London manufacturer, and that the parchment, 
as is usnal in country cases, had been retained by the 
authorities at Somerset House. The question then arose, 
how came it to get into the possession of the drum manufac- 
turer ? Mr. Ensor concludes that the parchment—for which 
he had paid the Government 2s. 9d., and which, therefore, 
to all intents and purposes, was his property—‘‘ had been 
inconsiderately sold by the authorities in order to swell 
the surplus of Mr. Lowe’s too redundant exchequer.” 
The matter strongly calls for explanation from the officials 
at Somerset Honse, Probably Mr. Knsor's remonstrance 
will prevent the recurrence of similar carelessness, but it 
suggests the desirability, in like cases, of insisting on 
the return of the parchment, 


The Benchers of Gray's-inn will commence an inquiry’ 
into Dr. Kenealy’s caso on the 16th of May. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE Lanp Transrer Bit. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—The handsome (and, as I believe, not wholly unde- 
served) terms in which the Lord Chancellor has spoken of 
us, are particularly agreeable by contrast with the late 
Solicitor-General’s abuse of us; and I trust that we shall 
respond to them, by not merely ‘‘ accepting” Lord Cairns’ 
measure, but by giving, according to our means, hearty co- 
operation in perfecting it as a practical working system. 

ut to become popular it must, [ think, be localised. It 
will be felt as a —— that all business, including 
searches, must be done in town. No doubt it would be a 
much greater hardship if London solicitors, who form a 
third of the whole profession, were obliged to go, or send, 
to provincial registries. But might not the district probate 
registries (at least in the more populous districts) be utilised 
for routine work—giving parties the option of going to the 
principal registry if they preferred it ; and providing for 
the periodical transmission of ee of their registers to 
the principal registry ? No doubt in cases involving discre- 
tion a competent and proportionately expensive officer must 
intervene, but when a title had once been registered I 
apprehend that the subsequent entries of ownership would 
in the vast majority of cases be merely formal. 

Whether any such plan as I have suggested be practicable 
or no, it seems to me, as to you, important to devise some 
scheme for facilitating local business, which so often deals 
with small properties. A. 

London. 





COURTS. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Pepys, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
March 13.—Ex parte Cooper, Re Warren. 

Goods of a trader tenant which had been distrained and 
purchased by the landlord were left in the possession of the 
tenant under an agreement for a weekly hiring. 

Held, to pass by virtue of the 1th section, 5th sub-section, 
to the trustee under a petition for liquidation filed ‘by ths 
trader. 

Ex parte Emerson, 20 W, R. 110, distinguished. 

This was an application on behalf of William Cornish 
Cooper, the trustee under liquidation proceedings, for a 
declaration that the goods, furniture, and effects in and 
upon the premises of Charles Warren, at 38, Homer-street, 
Marylebone, were the property of and passed to the ap- 

licant, 

On the 25th of December, 1873, Warren, a wholesale 
bedding manufacturer and furniture dealer, was indebted 
to John Talbut (an upholsterer), the landlord of 38, Homer- 
street, in the sum of £90, being six quarters’ rent at £60 per 
annum, and on the 30th a distress was levied upon the 

s and effects then on the premises for the amount. 

On the 5th of January, 1874, the goods were appraised 

at the sum of £85 13s., and were purchased by she land- 


ord. 

After the appraisement and purchase Warren applied 
to the landlord to allow the goods to remain upon hire 
upon payment by Warren of a weekly rent of 8s. for the 
use of the same, and an ment was drawn up to that 
effect. Warren paid to Talbut’e broker the sum of £1 4s., 
being three weeks’ rent of the furniture, for which he ob- 
tained a receipt, and on the 3rd of February, 1874, in con- 

uence of non-payment of the balance of rent then duo, 
the broker put a man in possession of the goods. 

In the meantime, however—on the 15th of January— 
the debtor had filed a petition for liquidation by arrange- 
ment, and on the 23rd of the same month the present ap- 
plicant was appointed receiver and manager by the oreditors, 
At that time no one was in possession of the ja, farni- 
ture, and effects at Homer-street, where the business was 

carried on by the debtor in the usual way. At the 

firat meeting, held on the 2nd of February, a resolution 

was passed in favour of pes yrara by arrangement, and 
the applicant was appointed trustee, 

Bagley, in support of the application.—-The goods wero, 
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at the commencement of the bankruptcy, in the possession 
of the debtor, being a trader, with the consent and per- 
mission of the true owner, and formed part of the pro- 
perty of the debtor divisible amongst his creditors. Sec- 
tion 15, sub-section 5, Bankraptcy Act, 1869. Ez parte 
Emerson, 21 W. R. 110, which may be relied upon by the 
respondent, is distinguishable. A landlord who allows: 
his tenant to remain in the possession of goods is in no 
better position under the Act than any other owner of 


goods. 

R. Griffiths, for the respondent, relied upon Ez parte 
Emerson, and contended that, to hold the goods in question 
were within the 15th section, 5th sub section, would be to 
strain the meaning of the Act of Parliament. 

Pepys, Registrar—The furniture in this case was 
originally the property of the debtor, and that makes a. 
very important distinction; and although I should be 
very sorry to strain the law, as suggested by the learned 
counsel, I think this case differs very materially from 
Ex parte Emerson, and that the 15th section, 5th sub- 
section, applies. The landlord, having become the abso- 
lute owner of the furniture, allows it to remain in the 
custody of the debtor, upon the cordition that a certain- 
weekly rent be paid. It so remains until the commission: 
by the debtor of an act of bankruptcy ; and creditors may 
well believe that he was the true owner. I must hold 
that the goods pass to the trustee, as being within the 
reputed ownership clause. 

Solicitor for the trustee, T. C. Russel. 

Solicitor for the respondent, Yorke. 

[Nore.—As to the purchase by the landlord under the 
distress, see King v. England, 12 W. R. 308; 4B. & S. 782.] 


(Before Mr. Registrar Murray, sitting as Chief J udge.) 
March 11.—Re Dennis. 
The Court has no jurisdiction under a liquidation petition 
to grant an injunction to restrain proceedings under an attach- 
ment issued out of a court of common law. 


This was an application on behalf of a debtor who had 
filed a petition for liquidation under the 125th and 126th 
sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, for the continuance 
of an interim injanction granted a week since restraining 
proceedings under an attachment issued out of one of the 
superior courts of common law. 

Edward Kearsley, being a judgment creditor of Mr. 
Dennis for £10, obtained an order of one of the superior 
courts of common law requiring the debtor to attend for 
examination before the master as to his means of payment, 
and in consequence of his non-attendance Kearsley ob-- 
tained an attachment for.the contempt. Before the 
sheriff could execute the writ Dennis filed a petition for 
liquidation, and obtained, ex parte, an injunction restrain- 
ing proceedings under the attachment until to-day. 

Phillips, in support of the application—Tbe Court has. 
jurisdiction to restrain the proceedings : rule 260. 

Murray, Registrar.—It is contrary to the practice of 
the Court to restrain proceedings under a commitment. 
order. If I had known the facts I should not have 
granted the inéerim injunction. 

Philiips.—There is nothing to show that the order was. 
personally served, and the attachment is therefore bad, 
The plaintiff should be furnished with an affidavit by the 
sheriff that the attachment is in his hands. 

Bagley, for the creditor, was not called upon. 

Murray, Registrar.—I must assume that the attach-- 
ment has been properly granted. I cannot interfere. 
Application 

Solicitors for the creditor, Stocten ¢ Jupp. 

Solicitors for the cebtor, Nethersole- 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Joun Crprtax Tromso, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Attorney-General for the provinoeof Griqua Land 
est. Mr. Thompson was called to the bar at Lincoln's 
Inn in Baater Term, 1864 
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The Stockport and Isle of Wight Election petitions have 





been withdrawn. 
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OBITUARY. 


MR. HENRY ABBOT. 


We regret to announce the death, on Friday last, of Mr. 
Henry Abbot, solicitor, of Bristol Mr. Abbot was 
originally intended for a commercial career, but having 
entered upon the study of the law, was admitted an attorney 
in 1843. He was an alderman’ of the City of Bristol, and 
took a leading part in local affairs. We extract from a 
Bristol journal the following tribute to his memory, which 
we have reason to believe expresses the universal feeling in 
that city :—‘‘As an adviser, all who consulted him were 
sure to obtain opinions drawn from a matured judgment, 
and based upon the soundest principles. Ifa client had no 
case he was not deceived or deluded into the belief that he 
had by any dubious expression. or encouragement in a desire 
for litigation, from the lips of Mr. Abbot. As an advocate 
Mr. Abbot was remarkable for the lucidity and cogency of 
his reasoning, as well as for the persuasive eloquence of his 
style. He was listened to with respect and admiration by 
judges so fastidious and learned as the late Mr. Serjeant 
Stephen and Mr. Commissioner Hill. We remember the 
former of these eminent men commencing a judgment in 
the bankruptcy court by addressing the counsel who had 
argued the case thus :—‘In this matter I have listened to 
the arguments you have addressed to the court, asI always 
do, with pleasure, but I am bound to add seldom with con- 
viction.” Far otherwise was it with Mr. Abbot. It was 
his lot often to carry conviction to the minds of judges who 
at first were disposed to take an adverse view of the case he 
had to submit for their consideration, and in matters of 
doubt and difficulty in which he was not retained he was not 
unfrequently consulted as amicus curiae. In the council 
chamber Mr. Abbot’s services were conspicuously valuable. 
He was a conscientious Conservative, but not a mere 
partisan, His opinions on municipal matters were dis- 
tinguished by a broad liberality, and were expressed in 
terms that commanded respect if they did not always 
ensure acquiescence. To the Bristol Water Works and 
other companies on the directorate of which Mr. Abbot 
held a seat, he rendered eminent aid by his sound judg- 
ment and energy. The acceptance of the mayoralty had, 
we believe, been pressed upon him on more than one oc- 
casion, but he declined the honour which he would in reality 
have conferred upon the city, and preferred to remain in 
the ranks of the aldermen. It is not too much to say 
that in the deaths of Mr. Abbot and his junior partners, 
Mr. Colston Lucas and Mr. Wilberforce Leonard, the legal 
profession of this city has within a comparatively short 
period lost three of its most accomplished members, and 
the community at large will not fail sincerely to share in 
the regret which will be felt at the removal of the distin- 
guished head of the firm. The malady which terminated 
Mr. Abbot’s valuable life was disease of the heart, so rapid 
in its progress and fatal in its result that, although he was 
known to be unwell, the news of his death was received 
with surprise as well as grief. The deceased, accompanied 
by his wife, went to London about a fortnight ago for the 
purpose of consulting Dr. Quain, but his condition was 
beyond the skill of the physician. On Wednesday his case 
was pronounced to be hopeless, and early on the morning 
of Good Friday he died. Since the event became known 
flags have been half masted at the Council House and 
Exchange 2s a tribute of respect to the memory of the 
deceased. Mr. Abbot’s remains were conveyed from Lon- 
don on Friday evening to his residence, at the Priory, 
Abbot’s Leigh, and will be interred to morrow (Thursday) 
at Arno’s Vale Cemetery.” 








At the Chester Assizes on Friday Thomas Cooper, an 
attorney carrying on business at Congleton, Cheshire, was 
found guilty of having embezzled a sum of £80, the pro- 
ceeds of a valuable security entrusted to him for a special 
purpose. Mr, Justice Grove reserved a case as to whether 
the case came within the 75th section of the 24 & 25 
Vict. c. 96, under which the indictment was laid, on the 
ground that the prosecutor had not given the defendant 
instructions in writing with regard to the application of 
the money. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society in Chancery-lane on 
Thursday, the 2nd inst., the following being present, viz.— 
Mr. Steward (Chairman), Mr. Burges, Mr. Drew, Mr. Kelly, 
Mr. Masterman, Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. Styan, Mr. Thomas, 
Mr. Tylee, Mr. H. Vallance, Mr. Williamson, and Mr, 
Boodle (Secretary), a grant of £50 was made to the widow 
of a member, and two grants amounting to £17 were made 
to the daughters of two non-members. The annual general 
court was fixed for the 28th of May. 








TRIBUNALS OF COMMERCE. 
Tuirp Report of THE JUDICATURE COMMISSIONERS, 

The Judicature Commissioners have issued the followiag 
report :-— 

To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty. 

We, your Majesty’s Commissioners, whose hands and seals 
are hereunto set, appointed by your Majesty, under the 
Royal Warrants annexed, to inquire {inter alia) whether it 
would be for the public advantage to establish Tribunals of 
Commerce for the cognizance of disputes relating to com- 
mercial transactions, or to any and what classes of such 
transactions, and if so, in what manner, and with what 
jurisdiction, such Tribunals ought to be constituted, and in 
what relations, if any, they ought to stand to the courts of 
ordinary civil jurisdiction, or any of them, do most humbly 
submit for your Majesty’s most gracious consideration this 
oar report upon the matter thus referred to us, which being 
connected with the subject of our second report already pre- 
sented, we have thought it expedient to take into considera. 
tion before proceeding further with the other matters therein 
reserved. 

Immediately on receiving your Majesty’s commands, we 
proceeded to consider the best mode of obtaining information 
respecting the constitution and working of Tribunals of 
Commerce on the Continent, where such Tribunals are 
established, and for this purpose we issued a series of 
questions addressed, through your Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, to consuls, bankers, 
merchants, and members of the legal profession, and we 
also circulated extensively another series of questions among 
leading mercantile firms and associations in this country in 
order to ascertain their views upon the expediency of 
eatablishing these Tribunals in England. Having obtained 
a considerable number of answers to these questions, we come 
municated with the gentlemen promoting legislation on the 
subject, and afterwards examined several of them, as wellag 
other witnesses. We have had laid before us the respective 
reports of the sclect committees of the House of Commons 
of the 12th July, 1858, and of the 3rd of August, 1871, on 
Tribunals of Commerce, together with the evidence taken 
before those committees, and alsotwo Parliamentary Billa, 
the one intituled “A Bill for establishing a Tribunal of 
Commerce for the City of London,” and the other, “ A Bill 
to provide for the constitution of Tribunals of Commerce,” 
which were introduced into the House of Commons duri 
the last session of Parliament. The questions we cma . 
the most important of the answers we have received, and the 
evidence we have taken, are contained in the appendix which 
accompanies our report. 

Having carefully considered the subject, tagatier with 
the evidence and papers or ated mentioned, we have. 
come to the following conclusions :— 

We find that those by whom legislation on this subject 
has been promoted (although generally desiring that some 
provision should be made for more summary proceedings in 
many commercial cases) are not agreed as to the character 
of the Tribunals which they wish to establish or the class of 
cases that should come within their cognizance. Indeed 
there is no unanimity of opinion as to whether the judges 
should be wholly commercial and partly legal; wh 
the commercial members of the Tribunals should be udges 
having an equal voice in the decision, or asseasors or advisers 
only to a legal judge, who would in that case be the Pre- 
sident of the Court; whether the commercial mombersshould 
be paid or not paid for their services ; whether the Tribunals 
should observe the ordinary rules of evidence, or be at 
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liberty to admit anything as evidence which they may con- 
sider material to the point in issue ; whether they should be 
guided by the principles laid down by the superior courts of 
law, or decide irrespectively of precedent and according to 
their own views of what is just or proper in each icular 
case; whether the parties should be allowed to be repre- 
sented by counsel or solicitors ; whether there should be any 
appeal, and in what cages, and to what courts. Upon all these 
points there.appears to be the greatest diversity of opinion. 

We find moreover that, even in the countries in which 
Tribunals of Commerce are established, great diversity 
exists with regard to the constitution of thesecourts. Thus, 
in France, in Belgium, and in some other countries, all the 
members of the court are merchants, except the greflier or 
. registrar, and he has technically no voice in the decision. 
On the other hand, in many of the German States, the court 
is presided over by a lawyer. In Dantzic the Tribunal con- 
sists of a legal president, four other legal judges, and four 
merchants, but the merchant judges do not attend unless re- 
quired. In Konigsberg the commercial members have no 
vote, only a deliberative voice, the decision resting entirely 
with the legal members of the court. In Prussia, generally, 
it is in contemplation to substitute a paid lawyer for an un- 
paid merchant as president. There isin fact no uniformity 
in the constitution of these Tribunals; in some countries 
the mercantile, in others the legal element prevails, some- 
times in the latter case to the exclusion of the commercial 
altogether. 

We also find that, where the Tribunal is composed entirely 
of mercantile judges, assisted by a greffier who is 2 lawyer, 
the latter, although he has no vote, becomes of necessity the 
most important member of the court ; and thence arises 
this anomaly, that the person who virtually decides the 
case is not clothed with the responsibilities of a judge. 

Now, we think that it is of the utmost importance to the 
commercial community that the decisions of the courts of 
law should on all questions of principle be, as far as possible, 
uniform, thus affording precedents for the conduct of those 
engaged in the ordinary transactions of trade. With this 
view it is essential that the judges by whom commercial cases 
are determined should be guided by the recognised rules of 
law and by the decisions of the superior courts in analogous 
gases ; and only judges who have been trained in the prin- 
ciples and practice of lawcan be expected to be so guided. 
We fear that merchants would be too apt to decide questions 
that might come before them (as some of the witnesses we 
examined have suggested that they should do) according to 
their own views of what was just and proper in the parti- 
cular case, a course which from the uncertainty attendi 
their decisions would inevitably multiply litigation, an 
with the vast and intricate commercial business of this 
country would sooner or later lead to great confusion. 
Commercial questions, we think, ought not to be determined 
without law, or by men without special legal training. For 
these reasons, we are of opinion that it is not oul to 
establish in this country Tribunals of Commerce, in which 
commercial men are to be the judges. 

But while we are quite agreed that a court presided over 
by mercantile men, or in Which mercantile men have a de- 
eiding vote, would lead to confusion end uncertainty in the 
administration of the law, we are fully alive to the incon. 
veniences that do undoubtedly arise from the want of 
adequate technical knowledge in the court which has to 
adjadicate upon cases of a commercial character. We 
think there is ground for the complaint that cases are some- 
times tried at Nisi Prius before a judge and jury who have 
not the practical knowledge of the trade or business which 
is necessary for their proper determination, We are of 
opinion that many cases involving for their comprehension 
a technical or special knowledge cannot be satisfactorily 
dis of by the ordinary tribunal of a judge and jury, 
and that the proper tribunal for such cases would a 
court presided over by a legal judge, assisted by two akilled 
assessors, who could advise the jadge as to any technical 
acne matters arising in the course of the inquiry, 

who by their mere presence would frequently deter 
skilled witnosses from giving such professional evidence as 
is often a scandal to the administration of jastioe. This is 
the kind of assistance which we, in our first report to your 
Majesty, contemplated should be given to thesuperior judges 
on the trial of cases of a scientific or technical character ; 





and which has been provided for by the re Court of 
Judicature Act, Ifthe recommendations for the enlange- 


ment of the jurisdiction of the county courts contained in 
our second report should be adopted by the Legislature, we 
think it would be expedient that similar assistance should 
be afforded in mercantile cases to the judges of those courts ; 
and in this manner the principal advantages anticipated by 
the advocates of Tribunals of commerce might, we think, be 
attained. 

We are of opinion that there would be no practical dif- 
ficulty in carrying such an arrangement into effect. We 
thing that there might be for every place of sufficient impor- 
tance a rota or a panel to be formed from time to time, com- 
posed of merchants, shipowners, or others conversant with 
the trade and businessof the district, or other competent 
persons, from which rota the judge might, at the request of 
the parties, or, ifhe thought the circumstances of the case 
req uired it, at his discretion, select two persons who should 
sit with him, and advise him during the progress of the case 
on any point upon which their special knowledge would be 
of use. In special cases it might also be competent for the 
judge to call in the assistance of astessors who are not upon 
the local rota. Butwe are strongly of opinion that these 
mercantile or scientific assessors should not have any voice 
in the decision, and that the whole responsibility of the de- 
cision should rest with the judge. 

We think that in cases in which an appeal is allowed 
there should be power for the judge or Court to call in the 
assistance of like assessors. 

Our opinion is that the assessors should be paid for their 
servicesin court, but not receiving any other remuneration. 
We think that for moderate fees the services of gentlemen 
possessing sufficient knowledge and independence to afford 
the requisite assistance to the judge could be obtained. 
Their fees should be costs in the cause. : 

These provisions, we venture to think, would supply the 
judge with the requisite practical or technical knowledge to 
enable him to do justice between the parties. We hope that 
the Legislature will always providesufficient judicial strength 
to obviate the great complaint as to delay, and that under 
the new judicial system, of which the Judicature Act is the 
first fruit, effectual rules will be established to meet the 
other great grievance of expense. 

We hope soon to be in a position to lay before your 
Majesty our further report upon other matters included 
in our commission, which have not been already disposed of. 


SEtrorng, C. (Ls. 
Carrns. (1.8. 
HatTHERLEY. (i.s.) 
*(1) (t.s.) 
A. E. Cocksurn. (Ls. 
FrrzRoy Ketty. (L.s. 
Wittram Erte. (t.s 
Ropert Patcimrore. (1.s.) 
Grorce Warp Hunt. (t.s.) 
Hveu C. E. Carnpers. (L.s.) 
W. M. James (1.s.) 
Montacve Swrta. (z.8.) 
R. P. Contrer. (t.s.) 
+Acton §. Ayrton. (t-s.) 
G. BRAMWELL. (t.s.) 
Coun BLACKBURN. (1.8) 
J. R. Quarn. (xs.) 
CoLERipes. = 
G. JESSELL. (Ls. 
Joun B, Karsbaxke. (1.s.) 
*(2) hes 
Cuartes S, Warrwork (1.3, 
H. ©. Roruery, (t.s.) 
Gro. Morratr. (1.5. 
Wiitiam G. Barrsoy. (Ls 
Joun Hobtams. (t.s. 
Francis D, Lownpks, tee} 


R. A. Fisher, Secretary, 21st January, 1874. 


Memoranpum by Mr, Ayrton. 

+ In signing this report, Iam unable to concur in the 
reasons assigned for deeming it inexpedientto placethe mer- 
cantile me mbers on a footing of equality with the legal 
judges of the Tribunals proposed to be invested with power 
to decide commercial cases. The argument that the uniform 
administr ation of the law would be impaired has, I believe, 


“e (1) Lond Ponsance and * (2) Sir Sydney H. Waterlow do 
not sign the Report. viney 
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been usually urged against proposals for withdrawing causes 
from the courts at Westminster, and remitting them to 
inferior tribunals. It was suggested that this evil would 
arise from the establishment of county courts, and from the 
extension of their jurisdiction, but it is proved by experience 
that no such evil has arisen, nor does it arise from the exer- 
cise of the judicial functions of the Courts of Quarter 
Sessions or Petty Sessions, or the stipendiary or unpaid 

istrates, although their dec’sions in criminal cas 8, 
and in certain civil cases, affect the rights and liab ilities 
of the public in as great a degree as the decisions of 
Tribunals of Commerce would affect the commercial com- 
munity. 

It appears to me that when a dispute arises in the course 
of a commercial dealing, the compulsory settlement of it by 
a tribunal may be regarded as only a continuance or a 
conclusion of the transaction, and that it is unreasonable to 
insist that the parties interested shall, as a condition of 
having their dispute determined, be required, at an enormous 
cost and inconvenience to themselves, to create a precedent 
for the benefit of society, and to add a rule of law to a com- 
mercial code. 

I venture to think, that it is not necessary to regard the 
decisions of particulars cases as such precedents, but where 
parties desire, as now someti-res happens, that a rule of law 
should be established, regardless of the trouble and expense 
of litigation, there would be no difficulty in carrying the 
ease from a Tribunal of Commerce to the Supreme Court of 
Justice for that purpose. 

I consider that the advantages which would result from 
placing the legal and commercial elements of the Tribunal 
on an equality, outweigh the objections. The legal judge 
could exercise sufficient influence over his commercial 
colleagues to prevent them from acting contrary to settled 
law, butthe sagacity and experience of the commercial men 
would in general he of more service to the suitors in the 
decision of their disputes than the legal knowledge of the 


e. 

The advantage of a Tribunal of Commerce does not, how- 
ever, consist merely in the constitution of the court, but it is 
in the mode of procedure. It seems desirable to have a 
guarded, formal and somewhat tardy procedure through 
legal agents where the judicial power is entrusted to a 
single state judge, not only for the protection of the suitors 
against each other, but against any abuse of power on the 
part of the judge. Nor does the ordinary litigation in 
these courts require 2 more summary mode of procedure. 
But commercial disputes frequently demand a very speedy de- 
cision, as well as special treatment whilst under adjudication, 
such as those arising out of dealings relating to the loading 
and despatch of vessels, the sale and resale, the ware- 
housing, transfer, and stuppage of goods, the transactions of 
agente, and of others, involving several liabilities. Tri- 
bunals of Commerce, with the safeguard of mercantile 
members, are authorised vo proceed in the most summary 
manner, to adapt their procedure to the exigencies of eaco 
particular case, and to require the personal attendance of 
the partics who have been engaged in the dealing to afford 
such explanations ss may be requisite, instead of being 
obliged to wait in order to have every representation to the 
court, it may be said, filtered, and perhaps mystified, 
through 2 single or even double legal agency. 

seems tu me to be no sufficient answer to the request of 
the mercantile community, that tribunals which have for so 
many years shown their usefulness abroud should be in- 
troduced into this country, to assert that individuals are 
not oe gene upon the best mode of constituting such tribunals, 
or of regulating their procedure. The Committee of the 
House of Com , after considering a variety of opinions, 
aftrived at conclusions indicating how Tribunals of Commerce 
sy be established, and the mission has in very mate- 
tial points concurred in those conclusions, It may, 
therefore, be that measure may be framed which 
will mect with general acquiescence. 

Actos 8, Ayrton. 


Reasons of Loxy Pexzance and of Sir Srpszr H. 
Watextow for not signing the Rerorxt. 
(Lord Penzance.) 

I have been unable to concur in this report because I am 
not satiefied that Tribunals might not be established con- 
isting of commercial men with adequate legal assistance, 
capable of sAtling commercial disputes in a satisfactory 
manner, at greater speed, and at much less cost than at 








present. And I think the well-known fact that in the large 
pry eeig of commercial disputes the parties avoid the courts 
of law and resort to private arbitration is strong to show 
the need of some such Tribunals, and a cogent reason for 
making the experiment, PENZANCE. 


(Sir Sydney H. Waterlow.) 

Iam unable to agree in all the recommendations of this 
report, and therefore do not sign it. I feel very strongl 
that in a great commercial country like England tribunals 
can and ought to be established where suitors might obtain 
a decision on their differences more promptly, and much less 
expensively, than in the superior courts as at present con- 
stituted and regul ated. 

Those who support the present system of trying mer- 
cantile disputes seem to regard them all as hostile litiga-. 
tion, and lose sight of the fact that in the majority of cases 
when differences arise between merchants or traders, both 
parties would rejoice to obtain a prompt settlement, by a 
legal tribunal duly constituted, and to continue their 
friendly commercial relations. The present system too 
frequently works a denial of justice, or inflicts on the 
suitor a long-pending, worrying law suit, the solicitors on 
either side pleading in their clients’ interests every 
technical point, and thus engendering a bitterness which 
destroys all future confidence, and puts an end to further 
mercantile dealings. 

It is essential that the procedure of our mercantile 
courts (whether called tribunals of commerce or by any 
other name) should be of the simplest and most summary 
character, similar to that of the tribunals of commerce in 
Hamburg or in France, or before justices of the peace in 
this country, as recommended by the select committee of 
the House of Commons in 1871. 

The liberty of the subject is, perhaps, more jealously 
guarded in this country than property. If the summary 
jurisdiction conferred on justices of the peace in criminal 
cases, when exercised by gentlemen who are not lawyers, 
gives satisfaction, it can scarcely be doubted that a similar 
jurisdiction in civil cases would be equally acceptable. 

Sypvey H. WateR.ow. 





NEW SCALE OF STAMP DUTIES ON PROCEEDINGS 
IN THE IRISH COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


At the sitting of the Courtof Bankruptcy in Dublin on 
March 31 Jadge Miller said—A memorandum accompany- 
ing the order prescribing a new scale of duties in these 
courts has been furnished to me by one of the principal 
officers, upon whose accuracy I can place entire reliance as 
to the effect of the order, which I will take this opportunity 
of reading. ‘he new scale of duties bad been well con- 
sidered by my colleague and myself before being forwarded 
for adoption, having derived our information from the very 
able and experienced principal officers whose assistance we 
at present fortunately command, and whose untiring exer- 
tions in carrying into effect in an advantageous and practical 
form the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1872, which was 
in many respects a mere foundation upon which the rules 
and forms should rest, we, as judges of this court, cannot 
too frequently or too fully acknowledge, The memoran- 
dum is as to the effect of the new scale of duties, and is as 
follows :- -On the Ist April an altered system of stamp duties 
on the proceedings in this court which commence on and 
after that date, will come into operation. The duties 
hitherto levied are those imposed by schedule Z of the 
Irish Bankrupt and Insolvent Act, 1857, and such duties, 
so far as applicable to or required by the procedure, will 
continue to be levied in all matters of bankruptcy and ar- 
rangement now pending until the conclusion of ach case. 
Under that scale, after a stamp of £1 on the petition, the 
bulk of the duty has been levied by the imposition of a duty 
of £1 on each sitting of the court in the case, for purposes 
which the procedure required, irrespective of the impor- 
tance of the case and the amount of assets belonging to it. 
Duties, though of trifling amount, have also been levied on 
several of the forms used, with no great profit to the re- 
venue, while uctive of some trouble to the solicitor, for 
the suitors. duties which will be levied in cases com- 
menced on and after the 1st April have been greatly simpli- 
fied, and it is believed will relieve casog with emall assets, 
without imposing any undue burthen upon large estates. 
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Astamp of £2 will be levied on the petition, and then a 
moderate duty of £2 per cent. on assets realised or composi- 
‘tion up to £500, and of 5s. on each £100 of assets realised, 
or composition over that amount, in substitution for the 
somewhat unequal system hitherto in use. Thus the duty 
on assets or composition of £500 will be £10, while on 
£1,000 it will be only 25s. more. In no case, no matter 
how large the assets or prolonged the procedure, is the duty 
to exceed £50. A duty of £1 will be imposed on each 
debtor’s summons, and of 1s. on every other summons and 
every search. While it is expected that this eharge will pro- 
duce a somewhat larger revenue, yet it will be levied where 
it is rightfully incident, and the procedure of the court will 
berelieved fr: m those duties which have often been felt to 
be obstructive. The order in relation to stamp duties had 
been published that day, and was to he commended to all 
practitioners. 





Dk. KENEALY AND THE BAR OF THE OXFORD 
CIRCUIT. 


At a meeting of the Bar Mess of the Oxford Circuit, held 
on the 2nd ult., a resolution was moved ‘‘ that Dr. Kenealy, 
Q.C., do cease to be a member of the Bar Mess of the 
Oxford Circuit.” To this resolution an amendment was 
moved to the effect that the consideration of this motion be 
postponed to a time and place of which notice should be 
given to Dr. Kenealy. Out of fifty-seven members present 
fourteen voted for this amendment, which was theréupon 
rejected. The original motion was then put, and declared 
to be carried nem. con. On the 25th of March last, the 
junior, on behalf of the Mess, wrote to Dr. Kenealy to inform 
him that the motion above mentioned, of which previous 
notice had been given him, would be brought on and 
disposed of at the meeting of the Bar Mess at Gloucester, 
pn that if he desired to be heard before it was so disposed 
of, it was necessary that he should attend such meeting. 
Dr. Kenealy replied as follows :— 


“To W. Radclyffe Cooke, Esq. 
Gloucester, April 2, 1874. 

Dear Sir,—Permit me to thank you for your obliging 
notes, and to convey the expression of my sincere regret that 
the Bar Mess refuse to furnish me with a copy of the charge 
or charges which they are especially convened to discuss to- 
day. If they had furnished me with anything specific, it is 
well known to my friends on circuit that I would have 
answered it in person. I received from Mr. Lawrence on 
Monday night a list of charges, of which [ enclose copy. It 
will be seen that it deals in generals. I can explain and 
justify all I said of every one during the trial. I deny the 
second charge wholly. I repel with indignation the rd and 
4th. The 5th is too general for me to answer. The 6th 
I say is not true. 1 hear, likewise, that Mr. Dowdeswell has 
a string of charges, but of these I have no knowledge. 
Under these circumstances I have resolved that I ought not 
to attend, as I have nothing specific to answer; nothing 
that I can meet foot to foot. Bat I am quite willing to 
defend wnyself before any tribunal when I really know what 
I have todefend.—I have the honour to be, dear Sir, sincerely 
youre, Epwarp VAUGHAN KENEALY.” 


Mr. Lawrence, who moved the resolution above referred 
to, previously sent to Dr. Kenealy a copy of the charges to 
be brought against him. Dr. Kenealy sends us a printed 
copy of a correspondence which has passed between himself 
and Mr. J. K. Smythies, a member of the circuit, from 
which we learn that the following were the particulars of 
the charges mace by Mr. Lawrence :— 


‘* That imputations, not justified by evidence, were made 
upon the following persons (among others) :— 

The persons conducting the prosecution; Mr. Purcell ; 
Mr. Holmes ; the owners of the Bella; Lady Poy ; Sir 
James Tichborne; Roger Tichborne; Abbé Salis; Lady 
Radcliffe ; the authorities of Stonoyhurst ; the Priests ; the 
Tichborne family ; Chichester Fortescue ; Gosford. 

That appeals were made to the Mob outside. 

That evidence was persistently misrepresented to an ex- 
ee to the conclusion that this misrepresentation 


That Luie was called under ciroamstances casting grave 
suspicion on Dr. Kenealy. 
at the Court was treated in a manner caloulated to lead 


to a breach of the friendly relation hitherto existing between 
the Bench and the Bar. 

That Dr. Kenealy published a libel on the Court of 
Queen’s Bench.” 


In the course of his letter to Mr. Smythies Dr. Kenealy 
discusses in detail the charges brought against him, and 
says— 

‘* An outcry nearly similar to that now raised against me 
by certain persons was got up against the present Lord 
Chief Baron for his defence of Tawell at Aylesbury. You 
remember how the newspapers rang, and the nickname 
which that eminent advocate received. He was accused of 
the greatest enormities, &. His Bar-mess did not unite 
against him, nor did his Benchers yield to clamour. The 
public soon recovered from the arts of his foes, and he 
attained in due time the judicial reward to which he was 
so well entitled. With equal confidence I look forward to 
my hour of triumph over all these miserable intrigues 
which are going on. The millions are on my side, and 
against them all factions are powerless.” 








LEGAL ITEMS. 
The Record states that a fresh prosecution of the Rev. A. 
H. Mackonochie, vicar of St. Alban’s, Holborn, has been 
resolved upon. 


The first sitting of the Commissionera on the Labour 
Laws for the purpose of takiug evidence will be held on 
Wednesday, the 15th inst. 


A Missouri lawyer, pleading in one of the courts, said : 
—If this jury convicts my client, I shall be compelled to 
interview each of the members and hammer justice into 
his soul.” 


The Gazette announces that David Mure, Esq., one of the 
Lords of Session in Scotland, has been appointed to be one 
of the Lords of Justiciary, in the room of the Honourable 
Charles Baillie, resigued. 


The Lord Chancellor will receive the Judges, Queen’s 
Counsel, &c., at his Lordship’s residence, No. 5, Cromwell 
Houses, on Wednesday, the 15th of April (the first day of 
Easter Term), at twelve o’clock. 


On Wednesday, at the Shrewsbury Borough Police 
Court, a bookseller and stationer was convicted and fined 
£2 10s. and 12s. costs, under the 48th by-law of the 
borongh, for selling “‘a profane print.” 

At the Bristol Assizes Thomas Edwin Hobbs, a solicitor’s 
clerk, was convicted of fraudulently cutting and removing 
from a deed a stamp denoting the daty of £1, and 
fraudulently fixing the same to another deed. 


At the Notts Quarter Sessions, on Monday, a letter was 
read from Lord Belper, resigning the chairmanship. His 
Lordship has held the position for eighteen years. His 
resignation was accepted, and Mr. T, B. T. Hildyard, M.P., 
was appointed as his successor. 


The Royal Commission on the Administrative Depart- 
ments of the Courts of Justice, comprising Lord Lisgar, 
Mr. Baron Bramwell, Mr. Law, C.B., Mr. Trevelyan, M.P., 
Mr. West, and Mr. Rowsell, will resame their sittings on 
Wednesday next, the 15th instant. 


Breach of promise actions, says the Paris correspondent of 
the Daily News,are rare in France. The law does not admit 
compeneation for injured feelings, and to sustain a suit of 
this kind it is always necessary to prove special damage. 
An attempt to do this has just been made before the civil 
tribunal of the Seine by a lady calling herself Madile. 
Decaiane. She sued a gentleman with the curious name 
of Mariage, and laid her damages at 10,000 franos, because 
on the faith of the engagement she had given up a 
of companion to a person of rank, and had ta 
trousseau. The defence was that M. Mariage ( whee 
had not sought either fortune or beauty, bat he desi 
youth, and the plaintiff had deceived him about her 
She at firat re) ted herself to be 23, but 
owned to 26. h disappointed, he had made up his 
mind to put up with this di ; bat he had out 
by the register that she was in reality 32, and that was a 
figure he could not acvept. The Court pronounced a verdict 





for the defendant. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Sirrines at Nist Parvs. 
In Term. 
Middlesex. 
Thursday ....... ....-April 16 | Thursday -April 30 
BN ns ccna cece spuieamiin ee 
No London sittings. 
AFTER TERM. 
| London. 
Saturday May 9 | Wednesday ............May 13 
COMMON PLEAS. 
In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
someseeess- April 16 | Thursday ..s..coe-»April 30 


No London sittings. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. 


Lond 
Saturday ...............May 9 | Wednesday ..May 13 
EXCHEQUER. 
In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
as set ce | Thursday .......s000<April 30 
me wee ae Sittings. 
AFTER TERM, 
Middlesex. London, 


Saturday......2..... -....May 9 | Wednesday............May 13 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, 
Thursday, April 16. 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
Saturday, April 25. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, April 10, 1874. 
2 per Cent, Consols, 923 ; Annuities, April,’85 9} 
Ditto for Accoant, April 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 90% Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. par 
New 2 per Cont., 903 Ditto, £500, Do par 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. "44 | Ditto, 2100 & £200, par 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 | Bank of England Stock‘ 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 | Ct, (last half-year) 2505 x d 
Annuities, Jan. ’40— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


tndiaStk.,10jpCt.Apr.’74,205 , {nd.Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — | Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,’79 1013 
Oitto 5 perCent.,Jualy,"801074 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account ,.— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct.’88101 | gg ae ad Cent.,Aug.’73 100) 
Ditto,ditto,Certifiicates, — | Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 
D.tto Bnfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.95 | Mitte, ditto,ander £100 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





.|Closing Prices 


ee 








Stock Gisgow and South-Western if 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Stock Great Northern ... 








eeneren, 


London and Soath Western... ..cccecoscrececseooes, 
wh Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoin .....0s004 I 
Sock Metropolitan 1 


























seente rete ceenntee wore 


* A receives no dividend aatil 6 per cent. bas been pald to B, 


seeeee 








Money Markar anv City INTELLIGENC™. 

The bank rate is unchanged. The proportion of reserve. 
to liabilities has risen slightly—from about 88} per cent. 
last week to rather over 39 per cent. The railway market 
has been very dull, and prices have declined. On Thurs. 
day a farther decline occurred. in American descriptions, 
There was some revival in the foreign market on Tuesday, 
but on Thursday a general decline in prices was reported. 
Russian stocks, however, remained unchanged. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
WuirwortH—On March 30, at 3, Essex Villas, Kensington, 
the wife of William Whitworth, Esq., of Lincoln’s-Inn, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGE. 


Ropcsr—Brrpong—On March 24, at Green Bank, Selkirk, 
George Rodger, solicitor, Selkirk, to Isabella Maggie, eldest 
surviving daughter of William Brydone, Esq. 

DEATH, 

Liorp—On Mareh 30, at 42, Sussex-gardens, W., Horace 

Lloyd, Esq., Q.C., in the 46th year of his age. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
ToxspayY, March 31, 1874. 


Harris, Stanley, and William Osborn Boyes, attorneys and solicitors, 
Wood st, Barnet, Hertford. March 25 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companiee. 
Tvespay, March 31, 1874. 
Uxiowurep iy CHANCERY. 

International Life Assurance Society.—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Frederick Maynard, Old Broad st. June 
8, at2, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims of all such creditors. 

Tamrrep in Caancery. 

Beaconhill Fire Brick and Clay Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before May 9, to send their uames and addresses, and 
the particalars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Cooper, George st, 
Mansion House, Saturday, May 23, at 11, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Enfield Ironworks and In i Devolop it Company, Limited.— 
—The M.R. has, by an order dated March 20, appointed Samuel 
Lowell Price, Gresham st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are 
required, on or before May 7, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above, Friday, May 
22,at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating upon the debts 
and claims. 

London and Paris Pianoforte and Harmonium Company, Limited.— 
V.C. Bacon has, by an order dated Feb 3, appointed Alfred Audrey 
Broad, Walbrook, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, 
on or before April 28, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, tothe above, Wednesday, May 6, at 
12, is appointed for hearing und adjadicating upon tne debts and 
c 


Faiway, April 3, 1874, 
Limirep in CHancery, 

ld Head Mining Company, Limited.—Th3 M.R. has, by an order 
dated March 10, appointed Henry Dever, Lothbury, to be official 
liquidator. Creditors are required, un or before May 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
the above. Wednesday, June 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Mostyn Copper Company, Limited.—Petivion for winding up, presented 
April 3, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Saturday, April 18. 
Chester and Co, agents fur Gill, Liverpool, petitioners’ solicitor. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof, 
Faiay, March 27, 1874, 

Cackett, Benjamin William, Hullbridge, Hockley, Essex, Barge Owner. 
April 30. Cackett  Caokett, V.C. Malins. Arthy, Rochford 

Jackson, James, Brighton, Snesex, Engineer, April 30, Jackson v 
Jackson, V.C. Halil, Cockburn, Brighton 

Falicher, John Nordaby, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Cabinet Maker, Apri! 
27. Falicher v Fletcher, V.C. Malins, Phillips, Old 

Laidier, Matthew, Fenton Hill, Northamberland 
Laidler ¥ Laidier, V.C, Hall. Middiemas. Alnwle 

Mclachlan, Colin Ballen, Chelmsford, Essex, 

McLachian, V.C, Hall. Holmes, Easteheap * 
Somers place, Hyde Park. April 23. Bailey v 
ls n. Paterson, Great Winchester st 

Robertson, William, Haziehili, Pembroke, Exq. April 26. 
Robertson, V.C. Malins, Ram, Red Lion square 

Sharman, Edward Alfred, Staining lane, Glove Manufacturer, April 

Carrier v Bales, V.C. Bacon. Sidgwiek, Gresham at 

Smith, James, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Builder, April 30. 

Smith ¥ Smith, 


MR, Sharp, Lencaster 
Spooner, William, Norwich, Cebloct Maker. April 20, Chamberiin ¢ 
Spooner, V.C. Malins. Sadd, Norwich 





Bowen ¥ 
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naam, James, Liverpool, Accountant. April 20. Moss v Under- 
hitl, — Liverpool District 

uM, es, Maidstone, Kent, Colonel. July 17. 

Woodfull, Ee Brennan, ‘Maidstone 


Tvespay, March 31, 1874. 

Dawson, Frances, Newington opi April 16. Drew v Drew, V.C. 
Hall. Petch, John st, Bedford ro 

Gray, Alured ‘William, Stoke-by-Nayland, Suffolk, Retired Major. 
May 5. “Gray v Bateman, V.C. Hall, Scaife, Edgware r ra 

Dallaway, Sarah Ann Elizabeth, Deal, Kent. Muay 5, Hatch v 
Edwards, M.R. 

Houlgrave, Peter, Toxteth Park, Lancashire, a April 30. Houl- 
grave v Houlgrave, V.C. Hall. Weld, Liver 

Howard, “Koss, Southsea, Hants, April’ 28, _ v King, V.C. 

Hellard, Portsmouth 

Lane, John, ¥ be day) Brewer. May 4. Lane v Duvall, V.C, Hall. 

Luxton, eyulltons Cloudesley st, Islington, Lieensed Victualler. April 
30. Luxton v Luxton, V.Cc. ‘Malin Nicholls, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Morant, Robert, New Bond st, Upholsterer. April 30. 
Morant, V.C. Malins. Bosanquet, Austin friars 

Morgan, as, Brickwalltycoed, Carmarthen, Farmer. May 4. 
Morgan v Barrett, V.C. Hall. Barker, Carmarthen 

Scorse, Beaty, Helston, Cornwall, Printer. May 1. Scorse v Cade, 
V.C. Hall. Grylis and Co, Helston 

Sharp, John Andrew, Grav’s inn, Gent. May5. Sharp v Lush, M.R. 
Knott, Lincoln's inn fields 

Wilkinson and Kidd, Hanover square, Wholesale Saddlers. April 20. 
Clapham v Randall, V.C, Hall. Aldridge and Thorn, Bedford row 

Farpay, April 3, 1874, 

Bearblock, Mary Ana ag ae Ryde, Isle of Wight, Spinster. May 1. 
Fox v Bearblock, V.C. Malins. Haynes, Romford 

Cheek, Thomas Francis, High st, St Giles, Licensed Victualler. May 
1. Young v Cheek, V.C. Hall. Clark, New square, Lincolo’s inn 

Cusack, Sarah, Langstone Cliff, Devon. May 17. Jeboult v Cusack, 
M.R. Wood, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Davies, Emma. Tanybwich, a May 1. Williams v Davies, 
V.C. Hall. Roberts, Aberystw 

Foresight, Nathaniel, Sn seg oe Ionkeeper, Mayl. Woodia 

> “ ey as M. - idee We ie Kees it yore 
'yler, Lawrence, Tun! ells, Kent, Major-General. 1. B 
v Lovett, M.R. Harris, Moorgate st ~~ _ 

Hook, Robert, Charles at, Berkeley square, April 30. Granville v 
a, V.C. Malins. Lake, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

a eorge, Bristol. April 30, Jull v Jacobs, V.C. Malins, Salmon, 


ristol 
Knowlton, James, Portsea, Hants, Tailor. May 6. Hyde v Knowlton, 
V.C. Hall. Ford, Portsea 
— Samuel, Granvills terrace, Rye Rye Peckham. April 30, 


th ae .C. Malins. Ward, Bedford 
Parcadge, F erick fag ested 's Lynn, Norfolk, Solicitor. May 9. 
Pennyston v Day, V. 
Slade v Slade, V.C, 


Slade, Joseph, Crouch ‘Hil Res Esq. May l. 
Malins. ‘Bernard, Great Winchester st ¥ 

April 30, Meeson v Stock, V.C. 

d Co, Lombard court, Gracechurch st 


— John, agai - Middlesex, Esq. 

vou healt wsbury, York, Hat Manufacturer. May 5. Vero v 

McCallum, V.C,. Hall. Ridgway, Dewsbury 

wee Mg Balsham, bey - — May 10, Langton v 

V.C. Malins. French, Camb: 

Whiteror Matilda, Pembridge pea roby a April 25. Davy 
v Whitaker, V.C. iy Taylor, Bradford 

Wilkes, George Peters, Gloucester, May 1. Wilkes v Wilkes, V.C. 
Hail. Taynton, Gionnttiar 


Oreditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Manson v 


Tusspay, March 31, 1874, 
fotem, John James, Paragon, Blackheath, Gent, May 12. Hughes 
and Co B row, Cannon st 
Anstey, Charles, Fen End, Warwick, Farmer. May 4, Minster, 


Rovemtey 
luton, George, Hastings, Sussex, Lodging-house Keeper. May 14. 
Titt, ‘old Jewry chambers 


Bremer, Susan Catherine, Cornwell rd, Westbourne park. May 11. 
Tabor, Leadenhall st 


panes Charles, et, Essex, Chemist. May 25. Prior, Colchester 
vert, kk Crace, Manchester, Analytical Chemist, April 30. 
eens Co, Manchester 
Combe, Alfred, ay pe rd, Notting Hill, Lieut-Col. hey 2. 
Bennett and Co, are, ‘Lincoln’s ina 
ata, sheftct » Gent. May 26, Simpson, Sheffiel 
Ana, Downend, Gloucester. August 31. Wriaterbothem. 


beat man Downbam Market, Norfolk,Gent, June 1. Nunn, 


et 
oa St Leonard’s-on-8ea, Sussex, Auctioneer. May 8. 
Jones, Hastings 
Drawbridge, Rev Thomas Aben, Rodmersham, Kent. May 20. Bertie, 
Great James st, Bedford row 
» Artbur, Threadneedie st, Esq. May 11. Wansey and Bowen, 
nn gg toe 


Taw, Newcastle-upon-T)ne, Builder. May 7. Allan and 
Davies, Newcastle upon-Tyne 
Thomas, Blackburn, York, Fork Maker, April. Taylor, 
os Fpen. peaeen-ee ~ Worcester, Saddler. May 2. 
Btrattord-u) 
Kirk, Jobn, ek oun, Woolwish Kent 0 tobe April 30, Paine and Layton, 
Sagem ¢ Common, Civil Engineer. May 


House, 01 
ovis pt Norwood, april 21. Miller, 


oS iiiam, jearen 
walrd n” 


Gent. April 30. Wheat, 
» Holborn, Hard t. 8. 
ate eae 


Boulton and Sons 


Woodfall v 


Redrup, Alphonso Sigismnnd, Marlborough st, Licensed Victualler. 
May 14. Layton, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

Reece, William Henry, Birmingham, Solicitor. 
Harris, Birmingham 

Snowdon, Thornas, Holland rd, Kensington, Builder. 
Elm court, Temple 

Stenning, William, capes Sussex, Timber Merchant. July 1. 
Stenning, Mai 


Jane '. Reace and 


May 7. Boltor, 


Stubbs, George wr lg Walsall, Stafford, Gent. May l. Doignan 
and Co, Walsall 
Tapscott, Henry, Sonth Petherton, Somerset, Farmer. May 8. 


Nicholetts, South Petherton 

Terrell, Hannah. Yeovil, Somerset. May 14. 
Petherton 

— Ann, Seas Middlesex. May 11. Wansey ani 

Bowen 

Todd, John, Bred's Park, near Kendal, Westmorland, Farmer. Muay 
12. Thomson, Kendal 

Varenne, Jemima Catherine, Weymouth, Dorset. Miyl. Sweet and 
Burrougas, Bristol 

Williams, Daniel Haunt, ee Essex, Esq. May 31. Dingwall 
and Wall, Tokenhonse yard 

Wilison, Issac, Leete st, Chelsea, Baker. April 30. Chinery and 
Aldridge, Fenchurch House 


Nicholetts, South 


ts. 
Tvespar, March 31, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Brutton, William Courtenay, Queen st, Mayfair. 
Murray. Apri! 14 at 11 
French, Thomas, Roman rd, Old Ford, Boot Manufacturer. 
26. Pepys. April 14 at 12 
. Juhn, of Lane’s Hotel, St Albar’s place, Charles st. Pet 
March’ 26. Spring-Rice. April 33 at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Breom, John, Seainan, Devon, Butcher. Pet March 28. Daw. 


Pet March 27. 
Pet March 


Exeter, April 13 at } : 
Brough, Lawrence, Stafford, Solicitor. Pet March 27. Spilsbury. 
Stafford, April 10 at 12° 
Cooper, Ellen, ae Stafford, Butcher. Pet Mareh 2%. Clarke. 


Walsall, April 16 at 2 


Jones, Eliza, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 26. Harley. 
Bristol, April 13 at 12 
Kilmister, Edward Vaisey, Lechlade, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet March 


23. Townsend. Swindon, April 13 at 10.30 
Tippett, Wellington Peter, Bristul, Beer Retailer. Pet March 26. 
Harley. Bristol, April 14 at 1 


Murray. 


Fripay, April 3, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 
eer, Samuel Anderson, Alfred place, Bedford square, Comedian. 
Hoggins, Henry, New Cross rd, Merchant’s Cierk. 
Murray. April 14 at 12.30 
Pet March 
‘oche. April 17 at 1.30 
Robertson, Samuel — New inn, Strand, Attorney. Pet Mareb 30, 
Taylor, James Willa, Broadway, London Fields, Hackney, Cheese- 
monger. Pet April tl. Roche. April 23 at 12.30 
April 23 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
-_— . Liverpool, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet March 30. 
Watson. 
Gould, Charles Fearnley, om 
Marshall. Leeds, April 29 at 1 
Gowing, George Sead, Lowestoft, Saffolk, Fish Merchant. Pet March 
30. Walker. Great Yarmouth, April "21 at 12 
tt Watson. 
Liverpool, April 15 at 2 
Nicholle, Joseph, Seavington St Michael, Somerset, Farmer. Pet 
Prout, Benjamin, Manchester, Licensed Victualler, 
Hulton, Salford, Aprii 15 at 2 
April Rankia. 
Halifax, 20 a 
Smith, James, Linnwede. Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 
Smith, Samuel, jun, Upton Saodsbury, Worcestes, Gent, Pet 
March 14. Criap. Worcester, — zat ig 
Farmer. Pet March 31, Pesle. 
hrewsbury, April 14 at 1 
Turspay, April 7, 1874. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of dedts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
March 30. Roche. April 14 at 12 
Pet March 31. 
meen, | Orbel James, King’s rd, Chelsea, Corn Dealer. 
0 
April 17 at 
Weippert, H N, Kegent st, Music Publisher. Pet March 31. 
Liverpool, April 14 at 2 
Baz Maker. Pet March 30. 
Lowenthal, Emil, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet March 28. 
March 3°. Batten. Yeovil, April 17 at 12 
Pet March 23. 
Ramakill, James, ee 1] York, Accountant. Pet March 30. 
Jones, Bangor, April 18 at Li 
_— Samu Sutton, Salop, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Buckley, Isaac, Rochdale, Lancashire, Furnitare Broker. Pet Apri 








| Veideman 


2. Tweedale. Oldham, April 2 at 11 
Fletcher, ome a See, Iunkeeper, Pet Apri 4 Perkins. 
York at at 
ke » Willsbridge, Gloucester, Gent. Pet Apeit &, 
Harley. Bristol, Aprit 27 at 
Terael, Selim, Birmi "Jeweller, Pet April 2. Chaantier. 
BR yo tg April 20 at it : 
Loat, John, Balham Hill, ae PetMaren3i, Witleaghts. 
Wandsworth, eee Mat 
afford. Gasfitter, Pet March 31. Spitsdary. 


St 
Statiord: April 20 "at tl 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
ToEspay, March 31, 1874. 
Farncombh, Henry, St Ceonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, no profession. 


March 23 
Fripar, April 3, 1874. 


Griffiths. Mary, Stepin, Pembroke, Butter Merchant. Narch 28 
Skipworth, James, Boston, Lincoln, Poulterer. March 28 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Tusspay, March 31, 1874. 

Addelsee, Alfred, Boston. Lincoln, Pianoforte Turner. April 13 at 11 at 
offices of York, Church st, Boston 

Alcoce, lucy, Temple Ginting, Gloucester, Farmer. April 16 at 11 at 
offices of Marshall, Essex place, Rodney terrace, Cheltenham 

Ardern, William Weaverham, Chester, Shopkeeper, April 14 at 2 at 
@ticesof Cheshire ani Son, Northwich 

Boddy, George, Salford, Lancashire, Builder. April 10 at 11 at offices 
of Hankinson, St James's square, Manchester 

Bond, Robert, Stanley mews, Paddington Green, Cub Proprietor. April 
9 at | at 14, Bedford row. Dennis, Gray’s inn square 

Bottomley, Samuel, and Alfred Broadbent, Leed«, Woollen Manufac- 
turers. April 9 at 3 at offices of Barr and Co, South parade, Leeds 

Bowes, Samuel, Malva rd, Wandsworth, Builder. April 16 at 2 at offices 
of Longcroft, Line»in’s inn fields 

Bradberry, Thomas William, St. Mark’s place, Shacklewell, Grocer. 
Apgil 21 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Treherne 
and Wolferstan, Ironmonger jane, Cheapside 

Bradford, Edward, Manchester, Merchant. April 13 at 3 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Crowther, Manchester 

Bradley, William James. Balsall Heath, Worcester, Grocer. Arpil 14 
at 3 at office< of Walford, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Bromwich, William Edmond, Birmingham, Architect. April 10 at | at 
ottiees of Beaton, Vietoria buildings, Temple row, Birmingham 

Chndley, Samuel, South Audley st, Grosvenor squares, Licensed 
Victualler. April 23 at 2 at offices of Cooper, Portman st, Portman 


square 
Clapham, George, Southampton, Baker. April 10 at 12 at offices of 
Robins, Portland st, Southampton 
Clayton, Enoch, Hu!me, Beer Retailer. April 16 at 3 at offices of 
Horner ard Son, Ridgefield, Manchester. Ambler. Manchester 
Cook, Thomas, Leighton Buzzard, Be iford, Music Seller. April 25 at 
11.30 at 53, Cumming st, Pentonville. Neve, Luton 
Corri, Henry, Talbot rd, Bayswater, Vocalist. April 10 at 2 at offices 
of Lewis, Furnival's inn 
Dean, Jobn Richard, Strand. Boot Manufacturer. April8 at2at the 
paved Coffee house, Gresham st. Pullen, Gresham building», 
uildha 
Dewhurst, William, Bradford, York, Frait Dealer. April 10 at 3 at 
offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
D bbing, Frederic Croutel, Savage gardens, Towerhill, Grocer. April 
13 ai 2at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Layton, Suffolk 
lane, Cannon st 
Duddington, Thomas Pridmore, Allcroft rd, Haverstock Hill, Carpenter. 
April 8 at 12 at offices of Tong+, Great Portland st 
Duggin, Edwin, Pontymister, Monmouth, Grocer. April 17 at! at 
of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 
Duncan, Charles, Halifax, York, Oi! Merchant. April 14at3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Halifax. Boocock, Halifax 
Evans. Isaac, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Shoemaker. April 13 at 12 at the 
Mackworth Hotel, Swansea. Bishop. Liandilo 
Farrar, John, Halifax, York,Grocer. April 13 at 4 at the Savile Arms 
Inn, Elland. Storey, Halifax 
Fiynn, Thomas, Manchester, Egg Merchant. April 12 at 3 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, ester 
Fox, Robert, Lawrence lane, Commercial Traveler. April 14 at 3 at 
Offices of Lindu-, Cheapside 
Gattey, Rev Joseph‘ Harpford, Devon. April 9 at2 at 20, Bedford 
circus, Exet-r.. Gidley, Exeter 
Gibson, Pembroke, Liverpool, Commission Agent. April 15 at 2 at 
the Law Association Rooms, Cook st. Copeman, Liverpool 
Green, Alfred, Trowbridge, Wilts. General Broker. April 13 at 12 at 
offices of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 
Hackney, Arthur, Brighton, Sussex. Anctionesr’s Clerk. Apri! 17 at 3 
at offices of Champion, North st, Brighton 
» Joshua, § , Glamorgan, Builder's Foreman. April 18 at 
10 at offices of Leyson, sisnsel st, Swansea 
Hargrave, Kobert Dafforn, and George Sedgwick Hargrave, Birmiog- 
ham, Grocers, April 10 at 11 at offices of Cottrell, Newhall st, Bir- 


Harvey, Henry, Killigrew st, Falmouth, Cornwall, Tea Desler, April 
14 a6 3 at offices of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 
Harvey, William Drew, Kichmond, Surrey, Schoolmaster. April13 at 2 
sed whee ne — valor ¥~ 3 offic 
t . A 10 at of 
re a: - — oo pril at offices 
vw George, Bedtord, Builder. A 13 at 12at offices of 
comes Duke st, Bedford nt " 
Highley, Alfred Cooper, Bradford, Accountant. A 3 at 10 
at offices of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford stil 
Hill, William, Bristol, Tabacconist. April 18 at 3.20 at officesof Weeks, 


Hine, George, , Kesex, Farmer. April i3 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Coffce house, ” Shearman ” eae 


' st. 
Haghes, Henry, and Jomes Hughes, Ardwick, near Manchester, 
= April 15 at 11 at offices of Sampson, South King’, 








Kewn, Thomas, Liverpool, Boat Builder. April 13 at 2 at office of Fowler 
and Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Kierpan, Mary, Manchester. April 15 at 2 at offices of Myers, Kennedy 
st, Manchester 

Knight, Adam Cairns, Manchester, Salesman. April 15 at 3 at offices 
of Leigh. Brown st, Manchester 

Lilly, William Briscoe, Aston Manor, near Birmingalm, Jewellers’ 
Setter. April 13 at 11 at offices of Assinder, Union st, Birmingham 

Loosmore, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Builder. April 9 at 11 at 
offices of Glascodine, Fisher st. Swansea ° 

Mabson, Richard Rons, Stock Exchange, Stock Jobber. April 20 at 1 
at offices of Mose, Gracechurch st 

Malby, Walter, Windsor, Berks, Assistant toa Photographer. April 21 
ee 2 at offices of Beesley, King st, Cheapside. Hicks, Annis rd, South 

ackney 

May, Joseph, Birmingham, Umbrella D2aler. April 15 at 3 at offices 
of Chirm, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Miller, Robert Frederick, King st West, Hammersmith, Carriage 
Builder, April 10 at 11 at the Gaildhall Coffee house, Gresham st, 
Marshal, King st West, Hammeremith ‘ 

Mills, Hugh Thorverton Mills, Devon, Miller, April 14 at 11 at offizes 
of Harris and Co, Gandy st chambers. Jeffery, Ottery St Mary 

Morgan, Charles, Ferdinand st, Camden Town, Grocer. April 8 at $ at 
offices of Lind, Beaufort buildings, Strand 

Newport, Edmund, Crown court, Threadneedle st, Stock Broker, 
April 13 at 2 at office of Blachford and Riches, Great Swan alley, 
Moorgate st 

Nice, Henry Edward, High st, Stratford, Cheesemonger. April 8 at 11 
at offices of Hope, Serle st. Lincoln’sion fields 

Nutt, James, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. April 9 at 3 at 
office of Cooper, Charing Cross 

Parsons, Edwin, Walworth rd, Grocer’s Assistant. April 20 at 12 at 
Office of Moss, Gracechurch st 

Pearman, Charles, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Grocer. April 11 at 12 
at office of Cheston, Moor st, Birmingham : 

Penn, Charles, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Carver. Aprilll atl atthe 
Guildhall Tavern. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Pieilscmidt, Charles Adolph Benno, Sheffisld, Commercial Agent. 
April 11 at 12 at office of Mellor, Bank st, Sheffield 

Pope, Isaac, jun, Gloucester, Auctioneer, April 18 at |1 at office of 
Ja: keson, Westgate at 

Preece, Amos. Cinderford, Gloucester, Draper. April 17 at | at offices 
of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Parches, George, Bell green, Lower Sydenham, Baker. April 10 at3, 
at 110, Cannou st 

Reeves, Thomas, Horfield, Gloucester, Haulier. - April 11 at 11 at office 
of Exsery, Guildhall, Board #t, Bristol 

Richards, Miranda, bt ee b mes | house Keeper. Aprill7 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan, High st, Cardi 

Roberts, William Nailer, Simeon Woodhead, and George Roberts 
Leeds. Engineers. April 13 at 2 at office of Burrell and Pickard 
Albion st, Leeds id p 

Robinson, Edward, Chesterfield, Derby, Provision Dealer. April 13 at 
10 at office of Cowdell, Soresby st, Chesterfield 

Rogers Alfred Thomas, Sutton, Surrey, Plumber. April 16 at 2 at 
office ot Foster, Queen st place, Cannon st j 

Roxby, Henry Edmund, Leeds,Cloth Mannfacturer. Aprii 16 at? at 
the Wharton’s Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Craven 

Service, David, Liverpool, Builder. April 17 at 3 at office of Barrell 
and Rodway, Lord st, agg Pe 

Shepherd, Herbert, Halifax, York, Beerseller, April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Silk, William, Wednesbury, Stafford, Bolt Manufacturer. April 11 at 2 
at office of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 

Sommerville, Vroncle, Mansons +r, Builder. April 15 at 2 at offices of 
Sim) Kennedy st, Manchester ' 

Soathem, Henry. Manchester, Wine Merchant. April £8 at 3 at office 
of h, Brown st, Manchester : 

Pad Thomas, South Chard, Somerset, Farmer. April 16 at $ at the 
George Hutel, Iiminster. Paull, Iiminster 

Stephen, John Alexander Lewis, Queen’s rd, Norwood, Gent. April 16 
at 3at86, Bishopsgate st Within. Bellamy and Co, Bishopsgate st, 
Within 

Stephens, Joseph, Leede, Cloth Manufacturer. April 15 at 2.at offices 
Simpson and Burreil, Albion st, Leeds 

Stobart, Isabella Louisa, Gateshead. Durham, Grocer, Aoril 13 at 12 
at oftices of keenlyside and Co, Grainger st West, Ne wcastle-upon- 


Tyne 

Stones, Frederick Job, St Briavels, Gloucester, Schoolmaster. April 
14 at 11 at offices of Williams, Whitecross st, Monmouth, Cathcart 
and 


Vau Newport 
BSwaffield, a Walditeh, Dorset, Mason. Apri! 22 at 11 at offices of 


Gandry, Bridport. Lock and Son 
Talbot, William Hampstead rd, Leather Seller, April 21 at 3 at offices 
of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 
Terry, Charles, Sutton, Surrey, Grocer. April 9 at 11 at offices of Jeard 
Betts, Eastcheap. Lay, Poultry 
Thomas, a Giewelyn, Auglesley, Farmer. April 15 at 12.66 
Renee, Jones, 


way 
Joseph, Devonsh re rd, Forest Hill, Carrier, April 10 at 3 
Scard aud Son, Gratechurch st 
. Thomas, Norbiton, Kingston-on-Thames, no occupation. April 
15 at 3 at offices of Best, New Bridge st 
Turnell, John Frederick, sheffield, Cabinet Maker. April 15 at 12 at 


Sheffield 
Boot Maker. April 13 at 11 at offices of Yarde 
, Raymond buildings, Gray’sinn, Huggins, eaern a 
Vardy, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. April 18 at 12 ut offices 
po Boy hae gg, teat te 
evers, Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. April 9 at 11 at offices of 
Be ond cones, Bane 6, Lande 
Weleers, Sonn. See out of business, April 11 at las the London 
Watts, GeorgeWilliam, Bridgend, G ‘Wine Merchant. April 
W6 at 11 al omees of Diz, Eechange, ballding 


ristol 
Whaatorott, James, Wolvernampton, Bafa Mraper. April 18 at 12 
at offices of Btirk, North st, lve ait oan 
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bo John James, Everton, near Liverpool, Book pereer. April 13 ; 


at 2 at offices of Bellringer, North John st, Liverpool 

Wightman, James, Shettield; Draper. ~ 900 13 at 4 at office: of Binney 
and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Wilde, Samuel Robson, Liverpool. April 12 at il at offices of Fowler 
and Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Wilkin, Atkinson, High st, Clapham, Gent. April9 at 3 at offices of 
Godfrey; South square, Gray’s inn 

Wilson, ious Lamb, Carter lane, Ludgate hill, String Manufacturer. 
April 11 at 1 at offices of Blake and Snow, College hill, Cannon st 

Woollett, Henry, Brighton, Susxex,Ironmonger. April 15 at 12 at 33, 
Gutter lane. Nye, North st, Brighton 

Faipar, April 3, 1874. 

Anderson, Alfred, Lzominster, Hereford, Baker. April 20 at 10.30 at 
offices of Gregg, Broad st, Leominster 

Baker, John, Grantchester. Cambridge, Natcralist. April 16 at 11 

at offices of Foster and Son, Green st, Cambridge 

ne Samuel, Heathfield, Crewe, Chester, Coal Merchant. April 17 
at 11 at offices of Latham and Bygott, Hope st, Sandbach 

Bibbens, William, Ipplepen, Devon, Commission ‘Agent, April 23 at 
} od Sr of Carter and Son, Cary buildings, Abbey rd, 


Bigkenike, William, Brampton Hall, near Boroughbridge, York, 
Farmer. April 18 at 2 at offices of Hirst and Capes, Borough- 


Bissex, Robert, Hanham, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. April 14 at 
11 at offices of Essery, Guildhal!, Broad st, Bristol 

Bould, Enoch, Hanley, Stafford, Greengrocer, April 10 at 10 at 
offices of Stevenson, Brook st, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Bowden, Archibald Jenkins, Rosoman st, Clerkenwell, Fruiterer. 
April 30 at 2 at the Bedford Hotel, Covent Garden. , Mould, Mil- 
man st, Bedford row 

Broom, Eleazer, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker. April 16 at 3 at offices 
of Lawrence and Dixon, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Budge, Alexander, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. April 15 at 12 at 
offices of Lupton, Harrngton st, Liverpool 

Chariton, William Henry Hasell, St Michael’s buildings, Cornhill, 
1 olan Merchant. April 15 at 1 at offices of Willis, Charles square, 

‘oxte: 
Chipperfield, Hariette Sophia, Devizes, Wilts, Fancy Goods Dealer. 
April 17 at 11 at offices of Randell, Exchange-place, Devizes. Day 
Clarke, William, Darsham, Suffolk, Manure Manufacturer. April 17 
at 1 at office of Cavell and Son, Saxmudham 

Clay, Thomas Renshaw, Denmark Hill, Deaper. April 14 at 2 at 
offices of Burton, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet ‘st 

Craven, William Hill, Cleckheaton, York, Blue and Grey Slater. 
April 22 at 3 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly, Bradford. 
Cutler, Charles, Brazier’s buildings, Farringdon st, Dayligbt Reflector 
Manufacturer. April 17 at 3 at otfices of Cooper, Charing cross 
Currie, John, Sheffisld, York, Uraper. April 15 at 4 at offices of 
Binney and. Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Dale, William, Birmingham, B-ewsr. April 17 at 2 at offices of Burton, 
Union passage, Birmingham 

Dring, William, Barnsley, York, Cab Proprietor. aint 18 at 2 at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Freeman, anette 

Durrant, Trayton, Waldron, Sussex, Builder. April 17 at 11 at the 
Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes. Hillman, Lewes 

Dyer, Andrew, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Surgeon. April 16 at 11 at 
offices of Rosser and Phillips, — st, Aberdare 

Edwards, John Byron Holmes, Plymouth, Devon, Ship’s Steward. 
April 16 at 11 at offices of Beer a Rundle, Ker at, Devonport 

Fairbourn, Richard, Haslingden, Lancaster, yen Mae 16 at Ll at 
offices of T. and R, C. Radciiffe, Clayton at, Blackb 

Fall, Soorge Snowden, Ripon, York, Fishmonger, April 14 at 3.30 at 

of Bateson, Low Harrogate 
one, David, Minchinhampton, Gloucester, Dyer. April 16 at 11 at 
“the Bell Hotel, Southvate st, Gloucester. Heelas 

Finer, Anthony, Stafford, Watchmaker. April 10 at 11 at offices of 
Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Fitch, Frederick, Deal, Kent, Grocer. Ap il 20 at 3 at offices of Mercer 
and Co, Queen at, Deal 

Flanagan, Patrick, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. April 17 at ll at 
offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Flowers, Henry, Romford, Essex. Baker. April 20 at 2 at offices of 
Rawlings, Bishopsgate st Withia 

Frankland, John, Lowtown, Pudsey, York, Bootmaker. April 17 at 3 
at offices of Carr, Albion ct, Leeds 

Furbey, Samuel, Wakefield st, Gray's inn rd, Builder. April 10 at 10 
at oi ices of Lewis, Chancery lane 

Gagen, George, Kentish Town rd, Coal _—— April 16 at 4 at 
offices of Ablett, Cambridge terrace, Hyde 

Gardner, William, Birmingham, Labourer. Merit li atl attne Booth 

Hall Hotel, Westgate st, Gloucester. Simmons, Birmin — "ry 

oe Alexander, Sunderland, Durham, Clothier, April 17 at 12 at 

Offices of Sherwood and Co, John st, Sunderland. Bentham, Sander- 


land 
Gowen, John, Weymouth, Dorset, out of business. April 18 at 12 at the 
Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth. Howard, Melcombe Regis 
Green, Alfred, Trowbridge, Wilts, Genaral Broker. April 13 
~~ at offices of Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol, in lieu of the place 
originally named 
— yo Suvi: Auctioneer, April 16 at 12 at the 
Court, Red ell st, Norwich 
rere westerly Chester, Licensed Victualler. April 16 at? 
of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead 


east, Feanels Joseph, Kentish Town rd, a April 18 at 3 | 


of Boydell, South square, Gray's ion 
Hamming, L amveng Joon Emm n Wood, Stafford, 
Masters, April 18 at 1 at offices Barrow, Qaeen st, 
Walerbas ton, 
William, Hastings, Sussex, Grocer. April 87 at 3 at offices of 
» King et, Cheapside 

ae Se John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Builder, April 17 at 11 

Hawa, av ~ Bemenyy ede 5 
» April 23 at 11 at offices 


vend i ue, Brod Broad st, W 


— 
Bradford, York, Dealer in Drapery, April 16 at 8 at | 


a of Atkinson, Tyrrel at, 





' 
| Avis, Thomas, Uckfield, Sussex, Iney 


er Henry, and James Hughes, Ardwick, near Manchester, Dye- 
nders. April 15 at 3.30 at offices vf Sampson, South 

King st, Manchester 

Johnson, John, Oxton, Chester, Poulterer. April 17 at 2 at offices of 
Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Kingston, Henry James, South st, Greenwich, Sneiter of Metals, 
April 15 at 3 at offices of Scard and Sou, Gracecharch st 

Lloyd, Edwin, Grantham, Lincoln, General Ironmonger. April 20 at 
19, at offices of White, Finkin st, Grantham 

Macleod, Johan, York st, Portman square, Gent. April 20 at 12 at 
offices of Digby, Lincoin’s inn fields 

Martin, Henry Charles, Hackney rd, Cheesemonger. April 16 at 3 
at offices of Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Moore, John, Keynsham, Somerset, Baker. April 14 at 12 at offices 
of Fox and Whittuck, Vorn st, Bristol ‘ 

Murgatroyd, Charles, Bradford, York, Insurance Agent. April 13 at 
12 at offices of Burnley, Queensgate, Bradford 


} Newbold, James, Longton, Stafford, Milliner. April 9 at 11 at offices 


of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Owen, George, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. April 15 at 11 at 
offices of Williams, Porthy-Aur-Carnarvon 

O'Brien, Edward, Princess terrace, Upton rd, Ki!burn, Pablisher’s 
Clerk. April 20 at 2 at offices of Girdwood, Verulam buildings, 
Gray's inn 

Oliver, James, William, High Holborn, Tailor. April 14 at 10.15 at 
the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd. Long, Landsdown terrace, Grove 
rd, Victoria Park 

Pengelly, Thomas Hodge, Bristol, Printer. April 17 at 12 at offices of 
Sprod, John st, Bristol. Barnett 

Perkins, Robert, Middlesborough, York, ont of business. April 17 atl1l 
at Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Bridge st West, Middlesborough. 
Bainbridge, Midd lesborough 

Perret, Stephen Boyce, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. April 17 at 3 at 
officeo af Ansell, Temple st, Birmingham 

Pound, Henry, Ashbury, Berks, Miller. April 13 at 10 at offices of 
Kinneir and Toms, Corn Exchance, Swindon 

Poulton, John, jun, Reading, Berks, Shopkeeper’s Assistant. April ll 
at 11 at the Forbary, Reading 

Tullar, Joseph, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Builder. April 20 at 10 
at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Thompson, Barrow-in- 
Furness 

Richards, Alfred Johu, Redruth, Cornwall, Rope Maker. April 21 at 
2.30 at offices of Downing, Redruth 

Rictards, James, and John Norton, Leicester, Iron Founders. April 
16 at2 at offices of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 

Robinson, John, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker. April 20 at 2 at offices of 
Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Ritson, Liverpool 

Ryland, Herbert William, Stow-on-the-Wold, Gloucester, Clothier. 
April 22 at 2 ato‘ficer of Francis, Stow-on-the-W old 

Short, Samuel, Bristol, Oi! Man. April 17 at 12 at offices of Haucoek 
and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Harwood, Bristol 

Snowden. Thomas, Halifax, York, Jeweller. Aprill7? at4dat offices of 
Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Sommers, Thomas William, Richmond rd, Hackney, Draper. April 20 
at 2, at offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapsid e 

Spencer, William, Reading, Ber«s, Grocar. April 16 at 12 at the Upper 
Ship Hotel, Reading. Beale, Reading 

Staples, Joseph Luke, Littie Ilford, Essex. Baker. April 14 at 3 at 
offices of Godfrev, Gresham buildings. Watson, Basinghall st 

Tankard, William Charles, Durham st, Hackney rd, Leather Merchant. 
April 13. at 10.15. Seale, London wall 

Tarrant, Wil'i:m, Thaxted, Essex, Draper. April 20 at 12 at offices of 
Morley and Shirreff, Mark lane. Pollard, Ipswich 

Thomson, Thomas, st Helen’ '*, Lancashire, Tailor. April 15 at 12 at 
offices of Coulthart, Whitechapel, Liverpool 

Vernon. Thomas, Gosforth, Cumberland, Butcher. April 17 at2 at 
the Horse and Groom Inn, Goeforth. Mason, Whitehaven 

Waites, Arther, Stockport, Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. April 20 at 3 
at offices of Grandy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 

Waliworth, John, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Auctioneer. April 21 at 3 
aL offices of Watson, Broad st, Bury 








‘ Whale, John, Landport, Hants, Grocer. April 17 at 2 at 145, Cheap- 


side, King, Portsea 

White , George; Rugby, Warwick, Saddler. April 18 at 10.30 at the 
Couaty Court House, Albert at, Rugby. Dainty, Ragby 

Whitehead, Hannah, Bolton, Lancashire, Tobacconist. April 16 at 3 
at oilices of Dutton, Acresfield, Bolton 

Wilson, David, Newton in Mackerfield, Lancashire, Grocer, April 20 
at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Bewsey st, Warrington 


' Wilson, John, Kibworth Beauchamp, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. April 


15 at 3 at offices of Owston, Friar lane , Leicester 

Wilson, Marianne, New Cross rd. April 14 at 4.30 at the — 
Coffee house, St Michael's ailey, Cornhill. Davis and Cary, Grocers 
hali ct, Poultry 

Woolford, William James, Kilmersdon, Somerset, Boot Maker. April 
16 at « Hices of McCarty, King st, Frome 

Wootton, John Benjamin, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Glass Dealer. 
April 15 at 11 at offices of Stratton, Queen st, Woiverhamptea 

Young, Alfred, Wellingborough, Nor thampron, Boot Upper Manafac- 
turer. April 14 at 3 at offices of Beck, Market square, Northampton 

Tusepar, April 7% = 
of N April 18 at 
12 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresko st. Jones, Lewes 





| 
Badger, Thomas, and Nathan While Bowen, Birmingnam, Glass Makers, 


April 15 at 12 at offices of Matthews ahd Smith, Waterioo st, Birming- 


ham 

Barber, Fanny, Edgmond Marah, Salop, Innkeeper, April 18 at Ll at 
offices of Heane, Newport 

Baskerville, Frederiek, Bristol, Broker. April 17 at 1 at offices of 
Brittan and Co, Small at, Bristol 

Bensov, George William, Welehpool, Montgomery, Deaggist. April 38 
at Lt at offices of Jones, Severn 35, Welchpoo! 

Bent, James, East evan, § Surrey, Builder, April 21 at 2 at offices 
of Lovett, wett, New ina, Strand 


| Blott, Susaunah, King’s Fey Norfolk, Grocer, April 20 at 2 at offices 


of Glaaier and Mason at, oy * Lyno 
Bolion, Marquis, wens g ha Licensed Vretuatier, April 4 
at 3 at offices of Grandy and Soaee, Booth at, Manchester 








inlblaccte eA 
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Brayshaw, Joseph, sen, Aldermanbury, Woollen Manufacturer. April 
21 at 2 at Wharton's Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Downing, Basing- 
hall st 


Brew, Thomas, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Clog Maker. April 24 at 11 
at offices of Webster, Queen st, Whitehaven 

Bull, William, Strand, Lamp Manufacturer. April 27 at 3 at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Clark and Scoles, King st, Cheapside 

Burgess. Henry, Thurlasten, Warwick, Baker. April 21 at 11 at the 


Lawrence Sheriff's Arms, Church st, Rugby 

Collins, Charles Robert, Noble st, Wharehouseman. April 8 at 12 at 
office of Rees and Co, Chancery lane 

Collins, John, Eastbourne, Sussex, Fishmonger. April 22 at 12 at 
offices of Towner, Terminus rd, Eastbourne. Stiff, Eastbourne 

— John Harris, jun, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Grocer. Apri! 21 

at 2 atoffices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Fussell 

and Co, Bristol 

Cooper, Alfred, Lockerley, Southampton, Grocer. April 17at 2 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Coxwell and Co, Southampton 

Cumberbeach, Thomas, Erith, Kent, Stationer. April 30 at 3 at offices 
of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Hicks, Annis rd, South 


Hackney 

Cuthbert, Charles, Philpot 1ane, Commercial rd, Fish Dealer. April 15 
at 11 at offices of Hope, Serle st, Lincoln's inn fields 

Dawe, Thomas, Silverton, Devon, Miller. April 23 at 12 at the Castle 
Hotel, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Demaid, George Barham, Park villas, South Norwood, Gent. April 30 
at3 at offices of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 

Fisher, Charles, Ipswich , Saffolk, out of business, April 20 at 2 at the 
Coach and Horses Inn, Brook st, Ipswich. Br 

Foster, George Rell, Ellersl:eterrace, Bedford ~} Clapham, Farmer. 
April 24 at 8 at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jew 

Giles, John, Manchester, Grocer. April 22 at 3 at {office of Osoper and 
Sons, King st, Manchester 

Grantham, John, Birminghem, Tailor. April 18 at 12 at office 
of Cheston, Moor ’st, Birminghara 

Gridley, George Francis, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Goat April 17 
at 12 at offices of Seppings, jun. King st, King’s Lyn 

Hall, Thomas, Ossett, York, Cloth Manufacturer. ioctl 18 at ll at 
Office of Stringer, Ossett 

Hind, Blakestene, and John Blakestone Hind, Heworth, Durham, 
Shovel Manufacturers, April 22 at 12 at office of Robson, Townhall, 
Gateshead 

Hoare, Peter Merrik, Mythe, near Southampton, Gent. April 30 at 3 at 
office of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Hodgetts, John William, Lozells, Warwick, Commercial seoeton, 
Aprii 17 at 10 at offices of Eaden, Bennett's bill, Birm: 

Holiand, Joel, Macclesfield, Chester, Smallware Dealer. april 17 at 4 
atthe Woterloo Hotel, Piceaddily. Hand, Macclesfield 

Hughes, John, High st, Camde: Town, Greangrecer. April 16 at 3 at 
office of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Hughes, Joseph, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Butcher. April 16 at 12 
at office of Parzer, Lombard court 

Jennings, David, Tipton, Stafford, Boo: and Shoe Manufacturer. April 
17 at LI at office of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Johnson, John, Wellington rd, Stoke Newington, Colour Merchant, 
April 16 at 2 at offices of Gowing, Coleman st 

Jones, Benjamin, St George’s. Salop, General Dealer, April 17 at 10 
at offices of Leake, High st, Shifnal 

King, Henry, Shillington, Bedford, Draper, Apvil 20 at 11 at offices of 
Wade and Co. Tilehouse st, Hitchin 

Kirby, George, Bicester, Oxford, Attorney. April 23 at 12 at office of 
Mille, Sheep st, Bicester 

Kirk, Ann, Kingston-upon-Hull, Milliner. April 16 at 12 at office of 
Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon- Hal! 

Lee, Septimus, Birmingham, Clerk. April 17 at 12 at office of Eaden, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

i-_ fens Halifax, York, Dyer. April 17 at 3 at office of Curry, 

leckheaton 

McManus, James, Blackburn, Lancaster, on April 24 at 11 at 
offices of Blackhouse, St John’ 8 place, Blackbu: 

Nettleton, Thomas, Horbury, York, Butcher. "April 16 at 11 at offices 
of Burton and Moulding, Queen st, Wakefield 

Oppenheim, John Herman, Southampton buildiaes, Law Stationer. 
April 15 at 2 at 22, Acton st, Gray’s ina rd. Norris 

Owen, John, Caple Garmon, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Joiner. April 22 at 
12 at offices of James, Llanrwst 

Palmer, Henry, Mendiesham, Suff lk, Grocer. May | at 12 at offices of 
Pollard, Saint Lawrence st. Ipswich 

Pidgeon, Charles, King’s Norton, Worcester,Ironmonger. April 24 at 
10 at offices of Kaden, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Poole, Samuei, Altrincham, Cheshire, Contractor, April 23 at 12 at 
offices of Grandy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 

Rawlinson, Lydia, and Marquis Bolton, Barniey, Lancashire, Cotton 
Spinners. April 23 at | at the Old Red Lion Hotel, Burnley. Grundy 
and Kershaw, Manchester 

, Thomas, Great ergo Lincoln, Ship Chandler. April18 at 

lt at ofices of Grange and Wintringham, West Saint Mary’s Gate, 


Rishworth, James Arthur, West End, Hampstead,Gent. April 15 at 3 
at offices piety Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 
ames, Codsett, Durham, Tailor. April 21 at 3 at offices of 
Fisdon, tou ‘areade, Newcastie-npon-Tyne 
Simmons, James. Wolverlampton, ‘afford, mWhitesmith. April 16 at 
12 a Offices of Wilicock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverha mp- 


aR Joan, Hexham, Northumberland, Confectioner. April 22 at 
sith, Geores, Middiesboro i Tork, laaenepe,” Ape Bae! 
rough, Yor at 
offices of Dobson, Govford at, Widdles! nape 
Smith, Jon n, Birmingham, Baker. ro 3.30 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Monmonth st, Birmingham. Edwards, Birmingham 
Semmers, frederick, Clevedon, Somerset, Tea Dealer. fa 16 at 1 
 aaaemad Parsous, Nicholas st, Bristol. Smith, Weston-super- 


Testis, Henry, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licenwe4 Me ge awe April 23 
wis or efhons of iltlen Boat Woodware. vive, Baltwar Olork. Agett 21 
way rn. at 
at Offices of Killby, Portland st, Southampton 





UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax. 

upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 

to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, wher 

jg their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 

the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 

anaes scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 

to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 

undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 

of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 

bs obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


WAUKENPHAST'S BOOTS. 





MESSRS. WAUKENPHAST & OO. are now 


with a Spec'al Stock of Goods for Spring and Summer 
wear, olaiaer the lightness of French, with the recognised fitting 
qualities of their own manufacture. 
The celebrated “ Tour Boot’’ tor wear in dirty weather, and the 
Dake of Edinburgh Shooting Boots always ready. Choose your own 
fit, and the number will be registered 1 for future orders. 


10, PALL MALL EAS ST, LONDON, S.W. 





‘STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs, Vewtom, Butt, & Ooopgr’s Monthly Register, contain-. 

ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 

Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and [avestmeats generally, 

may be had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owners 

having properties for disposa! are invited to send full particulars tothe 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includirg 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by post in return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 





OXFORD STREET. 

The Freehold Estate of the late Charles Nicolas Stuart, Esq., for sale, by 
direction of the trustees of nis will, comprising the Star Brewery, ia the 
occupation of Messrs, Lightfoot, the eminent brewers, the houses and 
shops Nos, 10, L!, and 12, Oxford-street, and Nos, 29, 31, 33, 35, and 
37, Hanway-street, the whole Occupying an area of about one-third of 
au acre, and presenting investments of a most valuable character, 
with important reversions attached. Present rental, £544 per annum, 
virtually equivalent to ground rents. Let on leases expiring in 1874, 
1876, and 1897 respectively. 


R. ROBINS (of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall-Mall) is 
directed to SELL the above FREEHOLD ESTATE by AUC. 
TION, at the MART, in Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury, E.C., on WED- 
NESDAY, APRIL 15, at TWO precisely, in Three Lots. 
Particulars and plans are now ready, and may be had of 
Messrs. BOOTYS & BAYLIFFE, Solicitors, 1, Raymord-buildings, 
Grays-inn, W.C. ; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneer. A detailed advertisement appears 
in the “Times” each Saturday. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions. —The CARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEONIII. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numerous relics 
of the campaign of 1870. Portrait Models of MARSHALS BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M. THIERS, FRANCI{S JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, and 
the SHAH of PERSIA, with the original autograph and testimonial 
presented to Madame Tus-aud and Sons, Jaly 3rd, 1873, asa souvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now a‘ded ; also, new superb and 
costly Court dresses. Adinission, !s, Children ‘ander ten, 6d, Extra 
rooms, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m. 


OYAL PULYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (in which 
will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the second lec- 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which railway matters will be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr. Howard Paul during the week, Jane Con- 
quest, Sagar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gardner. Domestic 
ne Mr. King. Other entertainments. Open 12 and 7. Ad- 
mission ls, 


ARR’S, 2 6 5, STKAND,— 
Dinners (from the Joi st) vegetables, &e., 1s, 64., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2, and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial eo 4 ae cepa 
with the agreeable a.comp alment of light wine, both 
sxood, I know only of sae uouse, and that isin the Strand, saan to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old og apne with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings @ bottle, or you may 
in half a bottle for a shilling.” —All the Year Round, June, 18, 
page. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., la. 6d, 


paso? and EOONOMIC OOOKERY. —Use 
LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT as” stock’ for bee! 

toa, soups, Sveceon Coup ar: ae Se eee and ‘great 
Castion,—Genuine only with Baron Licbig’s facsimile across Bm 

















SOoOetoet anaw @oer ee ee 


SSSGsgsSerRPesteesestecaceaccr 


Berg 


ge 


